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SENATE. 

Umm_\.Y, 11/ ay B4, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10 o'c1ocl\: a. m. 
Prayer by Re,-. Plysses G. B. Pierce, of tbe city of Washington. 
Tlle VICE-PHB.'IDK ··r re. umecl the chair. 
Tllc Journal of tlle proceedings of Saturclay last was rcacl a.ncl 

IlPI>roycd. 
PETITJON'S AND ME:llORLl.LS. 

~Ir. PEilKL ~s vrescntccl 11etition of sunllry citizens of San 
Frauci. co, Onkland, Bay Point, 1~1eton, Collinsville, Vallejo, 
Lo _\ngcleR, Concortl, aucl Martinez, all in tlic tatc of Califor
nia, prayin~ for tllc remoYul of tllo duty on hilk:s, which were 
or<lcrcd to lie on the ta!Jle. 

Ile also prescutctl a vetition of t.he Chamber of Commerce of 
Oaklancl, Cal., praying t.ha t an appropriation !Je mncle to enlarge 
the f clcral buildi11~ in tliat city, which was refcrreu to the 
Committee on Public Builuings and Ground . 

lie al o presentec.1 a memorial of sundry farmers' unions, pa
per mills, su~ar factories, grnpc and fruit ~rower , and wool 
gro"·ers, all in the State of California., relati"rn to the duty on 
suJvlmr in its crude anu refined state, etc., which was ordered 
to lie on the tn1J1<>. 

~Jr. LA FOLLETTE prc8£'ntcd pc>titfons of sundry citizens of 
Ironton, .Algoma, Uucine, .Milwaukee, Yiroqua, Eau Claire, Dan
gor, Mindoro, Dod~eville, ·1Walwortll, Bruce, Hice Lake, De For
rest, Waterford, New London, Baraboo, Elk Uound, Bristol, 
St.rum, Mattoon, Ho. endale, Portage, Barron, Clllp11cwa Fulls, 
Watertown. Green Dny, Tornnllawk. Sparta, .Alma Center, Ran
dolph, Recd8\"ille, Oconto, Ade11, \Yashburn, Ashland, Almena, 
GJaclrlen, Ilill~boro, lUcllland Center, .:Marinette, Port Wnshing
ton, .:\fonroe, Hbinlander, BenYcr Dam, Warrens, l'lymouth, and 
ea~rauc. all in tho tate of Wisconsin, praying for the removal 
of the duty on hille ·, whicll were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HEYilUHN prescntei.l petitions of sundry citizens of 
;whitney nnd Franklin, in t.hc State of Idaho, praying that no 
change be made int.he p1Tseut duty on ull grucles of sugar, whicll 
were ordered to lie on tlle table. 

Mr. TIOOT presented petitions of Orwell Grange, No. 6G, 
Patrons of IIm•L1andry, of Orwell; of sundry citlzcns of Perch 
Ril'er, Three Mile nay, Orwell, Denmark, Brooklyn, Oxford, 
Ha ·tin~s upon IInd on, \Vacld.ington, Gazenovia, Tully, Onondaga, 
New York City, .i:·ewark, l'ine Island, Amity, Pond Eddy, lluf
falo. Roche ter. otlus Point, Limericl~, Clayton, .. Ardoni:.i, Clin
tontln lc, and Ballston Spa, n.11 in the State of New York, 
prnying for a reLlnction of the duty on raw nnd refinecl. sugars, 
wlllch were oruerc<l to He on the table. 

lie u.lso prc~euted a memorial of Orwell Grange, No. GG, 
Pa trans of llusbanll1-y, of Orwell, N. Y., remonstrating against 
any increase bei!.lg- maile in the duty on imported gloves, wlllcll 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He al.so pre<>entcd a memorial of Local Union No. 52, Cigar 
Makers' International Union, of Elmirn, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the free importation of cigars from t.lle Philippine 
Isl:rnd~. which wa ordereu to lie on the tnble. 

Ile alE;o pre:-:enteu a memorial of sundry citizens of Syrn
cu. e, N. Y., remonstrating' against t.he imposition. of an import 
duty on teas in bull\:, which was orucrecl to lie on the table. 

He alt;o preRcntcU a. petition of sundry citizen of New York, 
prnying for the pm1sage of tlle so-called "parcels-post" bill, 
which was r ferrcu to tho Committee on Post-Offices ancl Post
noads. 

Ho also r>rc;;;ented n pct-ition of the Chamber of Cummerce 
of Buffalo, N. Y;, praying for the appointment of u permanent 
tariff commission, which was orderec.1 to lie on tl!c table. 

He al ·o presented n 11ctition of the Iloard of Trude of 
Scl!encctm1y, N. Y., praying for the imposition of a low rate of 
duty on sugar jm110rtctl into the United States, which was 
orc1ered to lie on the tubl . 

IIc also pre·entcu a 11 tition of the ...... ew York State League 
of 'ooperativc Snvings and Loan .Association , praying for the 
retlnct.1on of ~llc dnty on materials entering into the construc
tion of dwelling houseR, which wa ord.cred to lie on tbe table. 

Ile also presented n i1etition of Typographical Union ~·o. HD, 
of Saratoga. Sprinc;s, N. Y., 11raying for a reduction of the 
duty on 11rint paper and wooa pulp, which was ordered to lie 
on tlle table. 

Mr. S:MOOT prcscntea petition of sundry hnnkers of O..,.den · 
of . nndry beet grower of Lewiston; of nndry rnerch:n~t.s of 
Oguen; of sundry farmers of \Varrcn, Kane ·vmc, \Vest Weber, 
Hooper, Richmond, Coye, laterville, 1\Iarriott, Ogden. 'Wilson 
ruicl Farr West, and of snnclry citizens of \Vampa, an in th~ 
State of Utah; and of sundry farmers of Teton, Uexberg, nnd 
Blackfoot, in the State of Itlaho, praying for the retention of 
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the present rate of duty on all grades of sugar, which were 
orderoo to lie on the table. 

1\Ir. LODGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boston 
and Cambridge in the State of 1\Iussa.chusett.s, praying for a re
duction of the duty on wheat, which was ordered. to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
( S. 2322) granting an incrc:u;e of vension to Carrie Engberg, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

.l\Ir. DU POXT pre entecl vetitions of sunury citizens of 
Smyrna, Del., praying for the reuuction of i.he uuty on raw 
and refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

:\Ir. H.AY.1. TER presented a memorial of Typo~raplllcnl Union 
No. 12, of Baltimore, l\Icl., remonstrating against the imposition 
of any duty on news print paper and wood pulp. 

DILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
con._ent, the second time, and referrec.l as follows: 

By l\Ir. DOLLIVER: 
A bill (S. 24.GO) granting a pension to Harrison II. Vaughn; 

an cl 
A bill ( S. 24.61) granting a pension to Benjamin C. Sparks; 

to tlle Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\Ir. IIEYllURN: 
A bill ( S. 24G2) granting nn increase of pension to· William 

G. Lewis (witll 1.he accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 24G3) granting an increase of pension to Du vid C. 

Nigh (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Dy 1\Ir. 1\IONEY: 
A bill (S. 2464) relating to claims before the Court of Claims 

and the testimony before same; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. l\IcENERY: 
..1.\.. bill ( S. 24G5) for the benefit of the Citizens' Bank of 

Louisiana; 
A bill ( S. 24G6) for the rcHef of the Louisiana State Bank; 

nnc.l 
A bill ( S. 2467) for the benefit of the Citizens' Bank of Louisi

ana; to the Committee on Claims. 
.AMEND:llENT TO TIIE TAJIIFF BILL, 

l\Ir. DICK submitted an arn0u(lJ..n"ent intenclc<.l to be proposed 
by him to the bill (II. R. 14!3 ) to pro\ide revenn , equalize 
dntiei::, mul encourage tho industries of the United. talcs, and 
for other purpo cs, which was ordered. to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON PUDLIC :CXPENDITURES. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read 
and referred to the Committee to Autlit nnd Control the Contin
gent Expen es of the Senate. 

The resolution ( S. He . GO) wns rcacl, as follows: 
Senate resolution GO. 

Rrsolt:ed, That the Committee on Public Expenditures be, nnd they are 
het·ehy, nnthorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make 
Jnvesti~ations as to the amount of the 11nnu1l revenues of the Uovern
men t ri.nd as to the expenditures and lmsines" methods of the several 
departments. dlv13ions, and branches of tbe Government, and to report 
to the 'enn.te from time to time tho result of such Investigations and 
their recommendations a.s to the relation between expenditures and rev
enues and possible improvements in Government methods; and fot· this 
purpo e they are authorizeu to sit, by subcommittee or otherwise, during 
the recesses or sessions of the 8enate, at such times and places as they 
may deem advisal>le, to send for persons and papers, to administer oath~. 
and to mploy such stenographic, clerical, expert, nod other assistance 
aA may he necessary, the expense of such investigation to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the 8enute. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The re. olution is in the usual form ex
cept in one particular. It says that they may sit "by subcom
mittee or otherwise." That i not u ual. 

Mr. ALDRron-. It i u. ual. 
Mr. BEVEIUDGE. Not the worcl. "or oth0rwisc." Whnt do 

you mean by "otherwi e?" The full committe2'! 
Mr. ALDUICH. The full committee. It follow exactly the 

usual l:mgua~e. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. We arc all familiar with this kintl of a 

resolution. Let it go to the committee, nnu it can be looked into. 
Mr. ALDRICII. It ~oes to 1lle committee. 
The VI E-PH.ESIDB ...... T. The resolution will be referred to 

the Committee to Arn.lit and. Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

TIIE TARIFF. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning busine:;;s is clo ed 
and the Calendar is in order. 

The Senate, as in ommittee of the \\·holc>, r<'Rnmc<l tlie con
sideration of the bill (II. R 1-13 ) to proviue revenue, equalize 
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c1ntics, and encourage the industries of the United tates, :incl 
for other purposes. 

l\lr. OWE~ . l\Ir. Pre. itlent, I have in my hands a very re
ruarknlJle statement re1atirn to the frauds perpetrated on the 
people of the United States by the o-called "sugar trust." This 
accotmt points out one of the most evil ancl insidious conse
quences of the building up in this country of these gigantic 
rganizations under protection from competition by this so-ca1led 

"tariff," which lrns led to poisoning the fotmtnin of informa
tion to the people of the United State , and which has led to the 
evil consequences by which even a fraud of this magnitude 
w1:J.ere million of dollars ha ye been stolen from the people of 
the United States, is not mentioncu by the leading papers of the 
city of J._ Tew York, but, on the contrary, full-page advertisements 
of the .American Sugar Ilefining Company appear in lieu of the 
truth which ought to be made known to the people of the United 
States. 

I de ire to hn• this tatement read by the Secretary. 
The VICE-PilESIDE ... ~. Without objection, the Secretary 

will rend as requested. 
The Secretary rend as follows : 

!rIIE CILlSE OF TIIE SIIG.A.R S:IIUGGLERS-STORY OF THE STGPEXDOOS C'CTS
TOMS FRAvDS IS 'EW YOnK-IlOW TIID SYSTE.!II WAS BGILT ur-HOW 
IT WAS DETECTED-St::GAR SC.ALES REGOLAULY "FIXED "-SCIIElIE JOST 
DISCOVERED TIIE SEVE~TII E~IPLOYED TO CUE.AT THE GOVERN.!IIE. T OF 
ITS REVE~OES-TRUST IIAS REI'AID MORE TUA:S TWO l\!ILLICP-;S. 

[The Washington Times, Sunday, Mny 23, 1909.-Ily Allen D. 
Albert, jr.] 

The United States Government bas arraigned the American Sugar Re
fining Company as a smuggler. The American Sugar Refining Com
pany has conf<' sed its inal.Jllity to clear itself. Wherefore, yei;terday 
morning, the United tates Government accepted from the concern the 
return of ;2,13:i,480.32 as booty, and seven men stood before tbc bar 
of the 'at1on's court to answer, in the stead of an impersonal corpora
tion, the charge of crime. 

In all the vurlcolored story of trading on the seas there has been no 
smuggling like this. In all the tran~formntion of business from a mat
ter of barte1· band to hand to. a matter of an orgllDization that in this 
inst.a~cc seemed in power to nval the Government it elf there has been 
no uit at law and no respon e to pun! bmcnt like this. In all the cog
whe<'ling of men, whether among that pPoplc which in bondage undrr 
the Pharaohs was et to making hricks without straw or among thl'm 
whose sweat bought the luxury of the Louis, there can have been no 
story more tragic than tliat of six of these seven. 

They ~e men so insignificant In the ro ter of the great company 
they ~crved that they did not even ha>e names upon its boolrn. hut rc
i;;r,ouded, as do convkls, to numbers. They are men who have imperiled 
future liberty, the name given to wlfe a.nd on, a.nd daugbtet·, fot· $::> a 
week. They are men who did not shnre otherwise in a single doUar of 
the mnilons which were g-olng-and. by the judi:rm nt of a jur:v goln"' 
unlawfully-into the coffers of their employ rs. Yet these men nr~ 
filso men, by the judgment of this same jury, who were maklng- of every 
day for six yea.rs an ingenious li>ing, pertinacious, hadowed lie. 

TRUE STORY OF TITE SMCGGLING CASES. 

The signboards of the remarkable story which underlle this smug
gling nre the. e: 

.lust north of the Willlamsburg lirl<lge on the Brooklvn shore or the 
F.nflt Ulver is the llavemeyet· and Elde1· refinery of the American Sugat 
Hefining Company. Iler smuggling has occurred, according to the vi
df'nce and the finding of a jury, from Deceml>er 1. 1901 to November 
:!O, 1907. There is farther evidence that. similar fr uds at these docks 
reach back l}eyond 1 !)G. 

The particular device in use when the diFcoveries were ma<le nnd the 
"'ents of the refining company were a.nested la t November consist u or 

n cor et te l set into the post of a platform scale. But this was only 
the latest of e>en such devices introduced, detected, forbidden, but not 
punished, and dlscardf'd In turn for some more ingenious contrivance 
working the same result. 

CO Il'.l:-..~ FIRST S"C'I:D I~ TEST CASE. 

The company was sued for . 1~4,000 as a tc t case. It ha chosen, 
without formality of appeal, not only to pay thnt sum, but to pn:v 
al ·o the aggregate of the Government' cla imfl 1n other cases not 
even l>rou~ht to trial-a total of more than ;:!,OU0,000. Had the Gov
ernment i::ueil fot· the forfeiture of all the sugar, any part of which wa~ 
underweighcd. and wn under the law subjl'ct to seizure, tlle totnl in· 
vol>ed in these actions mu. t have cxccetll'd . 65,0\JO,OUO. ... 'ot f'TC!n 
coun cl for the dcfcndnnt company has sug.i:t'"trd any means l>y which 
a in le ent of the dutll's withheld could go to tlrn workmen who:e 
fal ·c weighing wa the m~an of the fraud. 

C.lSES DATE n.lCK TO 1!)04 A. ·o WHITE llOUSE. 
The lnqulry into the practices at these docks and th<' su. picion thn.t 

frautl was practiced there dale back to 1004 and the White llouse in 
Washington. "'lwn this inquiry re. ulted tn the arre t~ on tlw I.lock,; 
thn•<' yP:-n·s later and the new wa.' carried to the pr 'ident of tile com
pany, II. 0. II:n·cme~·rr, thnt great financier was . cized with nn attacli 
nf h!'art trouble. sank rap!clly, nnd in ten days died. The trial or tllc 
civil action for the l'('COYPr.v of the customs dues began Pebnrnr:v r. last 
:md ended an cvcn month later in the award of every ct'llt claimed I>:v 
the Government. Yet. up to this time, only three pa1·tial statement's 
of the case. lrnv<' npJH'nred. most of the newF1pnper. in the city of the 
tl'ial have puhlishecl lc:;s nhout it than nbout ·inirl<' ml dem anor:-i of 
only the mll<lc.st Jntrrf' t, and no single adcquale study of the situation 
has even !Jeen attempted. 

• :\[ "CGLIXG OF A~ OLDER DAY. 

The smuggling or an older clay was a brave lawles. ness. Light era rt 
\Yith raking ma t~ sailed down the >cry pa th of storms to land th 
mo.Rter's store in l1iddt>n coves. IJand on pistol tock. knife 1n hclt, 
roaring sonq. in tbe OJl<'U water and muilled oar ofl'shore, lnntcrn 
darl.cned with broad felt bnt~. caves heaped high with West Indian 
rum, the rm·<' t weaves of Cashmere and Cathay, the ivory of Africa, 
nnd the gold of 'pain-these were the old mounti~ of the smugg-ler, 
the old <'ttio~ of his litlle play at life. And he himself was ti.le very 
fulfillment of indtvlduallty. As he was fearless, as he fought hand to 

hand with Her Ilritish Majesty's sailors, as by rcckle~sness or 1mpudenco 
or dare-deviltry he slipp<'cl in and out the coast guard be succeeded 
l~ead of him ~here you will, in Scott or Stevenson. in Tennyson or 
J\.1pling. moralize as you may on hls crime, there still will come the 
tht'ill of adventure as you vhmalize great galleon a.nil little sloop; the 
dingy courtroom and moonlighted water. 

OLD PIRAT}l SETTI.'G NOT IN TIIIS. 

Ilut the warm color iH gone out of the later picture. Here 1~ no 
brave lawlessnl'R~, no fulfillment of indivldnnllty. Here ls no sinqing 
and laughter. Here is no life in the open air, with the lungs filling de<)p 
and the heart pounding before a fight. See what is het·e. 

The Ilavemcycr and El<ler refineries overtop all Williamsburg. Only 
the new bridge towers above these ugly piles of blackened brick. In 
the upper floors, floors that look down on the ma ts of American 
ships of the line in the navy docks to the south, are processes so val
uo.ble and so secret they have not even b en po.ten.tea. Murky smoko 
hangs about the black windows. Out in the river shuttles the cca eless 
line of tugs, ferries, freighters, tramps, and pas ·cnger craft. Every 
integer in the picture tells of its presence with nol e. The boaL toot 
incc~santly. The refinery whirs. Down on tbe docks, dirty and gray 
as the view higher in t.lJ.e air, sounds the rattle of ratchet and chain 
tl1e pun: puff of the donkey engine, the roll and quick jangle of tho 
trucks as they drop on the iron platform of the calcs, the grunted 
patois of workmen of a score of racial types, none of them .A..mc1·ic:.w. 

suxrs FROlI ALL TilE XATIOXS. 

In the slips are ships from every country where sugar ~ows. They 
arc not schooners. 1'bey are steel freighters with foreign and geo
graphical names like Stratllyrc and Uhehuahua, painted white and 
with utility stamped everywhere. Some come from CWlc, some from 
Egypt, some from the Philippines, some from I>eru, some from JaYa. 

"This is the largest lm;titution of its sort in the world," says coun
sel for the company. "Tlle amount of sugnr that is melted at that 
retln ry in one Yt•ar ranges from 1,080,000,000 pounds to 1,200,000.UOO 
pounds." It must drnw on all the world for its supplieR, and it does. 

'l'he docks are several blocks long. Tll y are not o Jong, however 
that they are not kept piled high with fat bags of sugar. "Puff putr,•l 
f.\"OCS the donkey engine on the ship. "Dump," fall the ba~s of i<u~r 
from the rope loop. "nattle," go the trucks along th planks. "Clink 
cllnk," go the scales. ltound and round the circle or Pol and Iova..ks, 
truck . and sugar winds and winds. 

All day long it keep:s up. .All day long the men sweat and swear. All 
day long the scales ure weighing 100 truck loa<IB an hour. All day long 
the sugar is being dumped in piles, with h re and there the brown 
coar e tuft: oozin~ out or a hol<' and being lmmecllately ~wept, wit.h tllP. 
dirt of the floor, into security from the slightest po. iblc waste. And 
all clay long over the whole land cape, upstairs and down, astream and 
ashore, bang-a a smell like cooklng molasses. Eyes, ear , and nose are 
all challenged and all perforce confess the domination of the view by 
this empire of business. 

SCALES TO snow WIU.T GOYERN:l!E."T GETS. 

, eventeen slip make up the docks. They stn.nd nwny from the main 
buildings like teeth to u comb. .At the l.Jase of cacll slip ls a weighing 
house. There is s emlngly nothing extraordinary about it. Anyone who 
has ever seen a ton of coal weighed will know bow tho . cale look and 
will understand the proce from platform to weigher's pnd. But these 
balances have a. particular use. Each one of the 17 has been pro
vided by the Amet·ican Sugar Uellning Company, thnt the Government 
may know the amount of sugar imported at tb . c dock.', n.nd o with
d.raw from fun<IB deposited by the company with the collector of the 
port the amount of import duty to be charged. That i tlie only u e of 
these scales. llut near hy are other of a very dUl'erent type. They arc 
old-fashioned open-air st.e lyard nnd they arc in the bancls of men em
ployed hy the su.i:m· growers to determine the quantity of that product 
whon it has reacbec.1 the refinery. Tllese steelyard are operated hy 
contractors who are paid by the grower of the sugar and-though they 
ha•e no ofticial status wbatever-ar called "city weigher ." 

The case of the 17 bole is the case of these 17 llttl scale house . 
In each scale house is a. little hole. And it is the u e to which that 
hole was put which withheld from the collector of the port the :!00,000 
now repaid. ___ • J 

now THE FRAGDS WERE BROUGIIT A.BOUT. 

At one end of the seat Jn the scale house, the end nearer the door, 
its the government weigher. Ills business is to determine how much 

F111gnr is In each true){ load. Ile hn exclusive control over the sen.le. 
Hut with him, at the end fnrther from the door, wafl allowed to sit a 
checker for the company. llis business was to note the weight of each 
load, enter 1t on a pacl, and tbl'n compare th t.otnl of his page with 
the totals of tile gov rnment page. Tbat was at least supposedly his 
lmsln s. · 

1'he .Americnn • ugar Tiefinlng Company maintained 13 imch check rs 
on the docks. Seven of 1llcm w re subject to it'regulnr n slgnment. But 
for ten years the othct• <i bavc neyer lacked for work. If only G scnlcs 
wer to he n. cu, these G checkers were asslg-n d. If G ·cn.1 s wer to 
be uF1ed 1he clay through and othPr only part of the dny. the·e G w-ere 
i;et at the funner l1enche '. Their name1:1 are Kehoe \'oclk r Ilo\'le 
'oyle, Ilullignn, and ll<'nue sy. ~ay th m aloud to ':vourxelf 'putting 

nn "and" hetween Bo~·hi nnrl oyle and paucc n. lit tie after' you . ay 
Ifnlli.!{fln. Yon will nev r fori~ct them, then, any mor than the jurv 
conl<I forget them when the assistant di. trict nttorn v had rolled fhen1 
otr, like n college yell, the first two or thrc t!m s. ;rhe ai; ·ertiv p r
~nnallty of the G is thn t of ('oyle. And oylc, the other r. of the 
"hlg si ," and the irrl'gnlnr 7 were all under the direct charge of 
Olh·er l:lpltzer, dock uperintenuent, and, in the term o.f t.he workmen, 
"the compa.ny on the dock." 

TREASt:RY AGEXT AXD UIS susrrcro~s. 

As the result or thrl'e yenrs of pu~aclou. hard worl thl're stootl 
on the docl< or this rt'llnery tbe morning of • ·ovemllcr :.!O. l!lt17, with 
what he !Jelieved to ue a chnnc to "get th gang-." one Hichnrd l'an, 
special agent of the Trrasury. Ile hncl come there by R~ mC'nt with 
a former cmployc of the company, Itichard ""haller. Tile latter hau 
reported to I'arr that whenever u d1·a.ft of i-;ugur wufl p11t. 11pon the 
cules the company chccket· in the scale house clrop1wd his ll'!t hand 

at his side in n. l)ecullur way. The und 1·Htnncllng ll twf' n Whalley 
and the Trensm·y ngrn t was that 1C the practice wus ol> erve<.l nex.t day 
a linial should be given. 

Parr came with another agent, JnmPFI O. nrz zln ·kl. ~ !most imme
dlnt Iy they receiv<'d the slg-nnl from Whnlley. l'arr Wf'nt rnunda.llout 
nnd quickly to another cale house. II pn bed open the doo1-. Just 
after he ntered another d1·a.ft of s11g-1u· wns weiglwd-whlch Is a fact 
of great interest in view or what followed. In the meantime the two 

• 
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truck loads just taken from the platform were called back . and re
w t• ld1ed. rrere is thP result: 

Tht- drnft whieh l'nrr haa seen weighed tipped the scale at the 
figt: re in the wei.gher's record. 

D ut or the two other drafts, one now tipped the llenm at 14 pounds 
mo1·P thun the r ecords of three minutes before and the other in<llcnted 
a corre. ponding incn~ase of 1 pounds. 

!'.AHR DISCOnms TlIE STRIP OF STEEL. 

The company checker, Kehoe, wns meanwhile crouching down in the 
· da_rk corner of the scale housr. His left arm was held in the corner. 
ll1~ f~cc changed color, not once, but many times. 

\\!wt are you monkey-doo<lling with down there?" demanded Parr. 
•· . ·uthin'.'' answered I;,:ehoe. 
But parr ordered Kehoe out of the way, ran his own hand beside the 

stanchion in the corner of the scnle house an<l his fingers fell on a thin 
strip or tee! , wound with string to protect the fingers, protruding from 
tlle l' t•nle post. 
" Things happened quickly in the ensuing five minutes. Kehoe 

d11<·ked," Rtopped only when told be wns unde1· anest, and then denied 
nil lrnowled~e of 1 he spring which Parr held in his hand. Two of 
the company s ~hcckcrs in otl.1et· scale houses were Immediately relieved. 
One vacated bis po t without waiting for · 11 substitute. And that is 
the record of all the checkers at work that morning. When the tlu-ce 
o~p1· s<:nle house. were inspected, as soon us could be done without 
lo rn~ l\.ehoe, no springs were found. But boles were found, and there 
:;;~~~hn~undant signs that these holes had held springs a good many 

:'-\pitz<'r was the man of authority on _the dock. He hnd hired these 
men. lle kept their records. He wanted to know what was going on. 
""'hat did be do?" was ai;ke<l of I'urr in the course of the civ·n ac
tion. Tue agent'!-! answer was: 

··Took me l>y the arm and walked with me a few paces and said, 
'We wlll have to fix this tbing up, and not expose this thing an<l get 
n lot or people into trouhle.' I suid that if there was any trouble it 
was their own fault. and he said that was all right, that we would 
ha>c to fix it up; that there wns a. lot of Masons nl'Ound here, and 
they would all lie in troulJle if the thing was expo c<l, and be talked 
nlong that line for ·some time. 

TRIES TO DRIIlE Tllfl TilE.iSURY .\GEXT. 

"And he said that if I would report the scales out of order that I 
could name my own price; that he would band me the money nnd no 
on would know anything auout it, and no one would ever know how 
I gnt the money ; ttrn t he would cut bis right arm off l><'for' he would 
tell nbout it. I told him there was no chance. Ile said be llad fixed 
up mnny a one befor . I snid I understood be was a good 'fix:c1·; I.Jut 
he could not do nnything with me. IJe said: 'Send Brzezinski over to 
me,' nnd I said: ·Brzezinski won't leave the scale house.' I would 
not have him leave the scale house, and I walked away from him. 

"At that time l\Ir. IIyutt (a government weigher) was just nbout 
approaching tile scale bou;1e. l\lr. 8pitzl'r said that that was 1\Ir. 
11.rntt, the government weigl}('l', and I n ·kNl him if that was the scale 
experr. and he said no, be was n government wei~hcr in charge of the 
di trlct. - .And I said (to Hyatt) : •I have something to show you,' and 
Spitzi-r hurriedly came in and rushed right in betw<'en us and got in 
conYer.>atlon with llrzezinski and shortly after- after he talkert for 
nn lnRtant or so-I overhearrl him say: • 'Ve are oil Masons, and this 
thing has got to 1J fixed up• and Brzezinf'ki turned to me and says· 
• pick, this man snys )'OU are all ri-ght.' And I sayR: 'Nothing is ali 
right with me; c.-crything ~oes as it lies.' l\lr. 8pitzei· left the scale 
house and I escortPd :Mr. Ilyntt over to the fnr end of the scale and 
Ilrzezin ki asked him-made some questions.'' 

GOYER~ll!E. ".C COU~SEL I~TEURUPTS. 

onnsel for the Government here interrupted with: 
"What was it Mr. ,'pitzer said to you at that time?" 
1'be an wer was dir ct-
:· ll~ said: 'You're a damn fool you didn·t take the money.' Ne 

sa~?..:, ~ly oll'er goes yet, if you Jose the il'on.' " 
Hure he ~sed that expression • if you lose the iron?' " 

" y -positive." ' 
A fnr ns ~s kno"l'.'n,' Rpitzer bad not seen the spring in Parr's pocket. 

Indeed, he him elf t tilled thnt be dfd not see it until several months 
later. At.any rate he was cxpt>ditiously triecl for attempted brlhcry. A 
Brooklyn JurY acC]uitlPd him ehlefly because Brzezinski ebanged front ou 
the stand. l'ar~· held his .grnund. however, ancl in the COUJ'Se or the 
civil action agarn s ~ tlic ugnr company flatly cba1jgert bis former as
sociate in. the s~rv1cP with perjury. ilrzezinski bas in the meantime 
been cllsm1. se<l f1 oi:1 the employ of the Government. 

"·11y was this .. iron" so imI>ortant to };pltzcr? Let's izo hack to the 
scale house and find out. With Deputy Hurveyor of the Port James P. 
Vail in Kebo~·s place I stepper! on the platform. My weight was read 
as 1():! pounds. Then Mr. Vail called· 

•·.·ow watch!" · 
snows now THEJ srmxo wonxEo. 

Tbr beam oscill~ ted vigorou ly, the weight was changed to balance it, 
and th n the ren<lmi:r came: 

·· You·re falling otr. You only weigh 1G4 pounds.'' 
Thi} cor et sprln~ ha<l been put to work. A pressure of one ounce 

from tbat little st ri11 of steel on the inside had offset 48 ounces of 
we~~bt on the outside. 

On 1ot<'al s of tbi pattern the actual weight on the platform ls bal
anced lly the much les er welg-ht on the lmr becnu c of two interme
dl~~e wn~king lleam~ or tran~1.nlsslon l>ars. One of these ls above the 
po1 ~.e !Jar, the otl~er. 1> low. l lJl prlng- was inserted so as to CD"'tl"'fl 
the lowei· tranHmr::;s1on b:\r nn<l. while nllowln.g 1't to swing a llttle" yet 
press<.'d down upon it. '1 h effect :ovas n r •cluctlon of en.ch truek 'toad 
on the entry of the j?overnment weigher by :l'rom 10 to 44 pounds. 

There \\ere 17 of the scales and !.here was a. bole in each of them 
Al> " . the bole in mo~t in. tances a cl1?nt ba<l heen nailed for the 
apparent purpose of m11ding the operator' ' hancl as he reached down 
in the dark. l u one ca c the hole bad be n rrenforct'd with tacks 
aftpr it had worn lni-;:~e. In another It had been plugged and b~red 
new and then painted: and the remarkable thing about this ost 
whkh was introduced in eviclcnce: was that even this coat of J'alnt 
had had time to grow old and wrmkled. 

CASE WOGLD BE IURD FOC"GHT. 

On this showing the Government might have obtained the duty on 
the sn~ar that was meanwhile smuggled in; but the cnse would have 
b en hard fought. The Six ancl 8pltzcr "·ere immediately SC"Te""ate<l 
Keho. who is believed to lJe a devout Catholic, is said not"'to"'bav~ 
1.>een to church since the detection of the spring, in November, U>07<. 

So the attorneys set out to comp.are the government weighings with 
those at the steelyard scales. District Attorney flenry L. '::ltimson 
hacl taken into association with him As<iistants W. T. Denison, IT. R. 
Buckner, Robert Steplienson, and rr. S. Demming. They were opposed 
by t!1e firm o.f Parsons, Closson & l\Icinvalne, John B. tancbfield, 
II. 11 • ochrane, · and James n. Sheffield. U the latter g1·oup was to 
be overcome nt all, it must be by virtue of a strong case strongly 
fon~ht. 

A score or more of accountants worked steadily for six months to 
complete this tabulation of the weights upon which the sugar company 
paid duty, with the rates upon which it paid the producer . At first 
the work bad to wait upon information laboriously collected from the 
shippers. Then the Gover·nment was moved to is ue a subprena upon 
the company for its records. 

But tbe company cho e to do voluntarily what it could have been 
compelled to do, and so ga.vc to the district attorney Cl'rtain books 
which revealed t.bis very comparison. They arc called "pink books" 
'.l'h<.'y consist of two small diary-like volumt'.'s pasted together, and orie 
of the smaller records ls that of the checker in the scale house while 
the other is that of the col'l'e~pondlng checker at the city weighei··s l>al
nnc_e. In 0H1c1· !vords, for tlte entire veriocl eorcrcd by the Go"t:C'rnment's 
claim .the American Sugar Nefinery ltud in its possc11sion 1·ecords wltiol• 
establishecl ei;ery owice of difference in these two weiyhts. 

BOOKS SHOW now MUCH w AS LOST. 

The para~lel was never more deadly. It is before me as I write. Tlle 
column of wstances 1!11tcre the duty 1ccioht equal.<r or e:tf'ectls the p1~r
ohasc 1ce1ght is praotwally empty. The coltrnrn of i11sta·ncc11 1rl1erc the 
1~cigllt 11von 10"11fch the company 1ras to pay duty 1ra.it le. s tllan, tl!e 
1ccf11!1t upon 1ch1ch the company was to base its p1?1-c'ha.~e 1ca11 practl
cally (1111. The total of tltP discrepancies a[J<ii1rnt the Gnrcrnmcnt i1~ 
lhe period corcrcd by the suit 10as 6,2/Z tons. .And these diffcrc'nc·cs feU 
to normal the ,,;cry day of PanJs disco1·cry. 

Occa.ional exceptions to the general rule puzzled the o-overnmrnt 
attorneys considt'rably. 1'hus, out of GO cargoes unloaded in 100') 
tbcr were 2 which weighed slif('htly more on the government scales 
than on the steelyards; in 1903 there were 2 out or 40 · in HJ04 thl'l'e 
were :..? out or cm; in 1003 there were no exceptions out 'of G7 ; in lOOG 
there was 1 out of GG; nnd to the date of the discovery in 1007 there 
werl' 1<;:> exceptions out of G2 cargo . 

Well, Surveyor Clarkson and Deputy Vail were on the docks on the 
day.· of the 2 exceptions of 1!>02. One or the exceptions in 1003 is due 
to the fact that the sugar came in hogsheads which had to be scored 
with _their weight, and it would obviously never do to let them ~o to 
the city weigbrrs marked under their true volume. The 15 exceptions 
~~u1e~~Jr~eAngo~~t~e~~ due to the more frequent visits or agents of the 

TRIA.L JWUGllT LONG AND BITTERLY. 

The tri3:1 was bitterly fought. nut the jury was out only an hour 
and ten mmutes. l'c1·hnps the explanation lay a much in facts which 
were incidental to the main Issue as to the story of the 17 boles and 
the parallel columns of figures. ' 

. One such incidental was the tE>stimony of Mr. Havemeycr',q co11"(ldni
tial elcrl>, 0. JI. 0. Schmelter. In the charge or the court bis contri
bution to the case was abridged in this form : 

" In ad.dition _to th.at, Mr. cbmelter states thnt Mr. Jiarcmeye1· on 
one occas10n asl;<'a l111n to 111al.:c out a T'il'lt slioiring tlte tlifTcrcnccs i1~ 
tlte two 1Ceigh<'r&' 1ceights, aml tliat lie clia so, but that Mr. Havemeyei: 
never aslced him afterwanls to sec them. Ile states that at the end 
of each year, I think, or at the end when he made out his first Jot or 
these lists, he spoke to Mr. llcilcc (secrctai·y of the company) about it· 
showed tb<.'m to him; told him what they were; and lfr. Ilcike saicl 
lie lint! better go 011' and keep making them 011t, ancl that he did so 
thcrcafta, and year by yeal', after malving out tltesc reports, tool• them, 
01·<'r and sT101ecrL the1n to Jfr. Heike, and llir. IIcike matlc a brief e.rami-
11atio11 of tftc111." 

Another inci<lental was the extra pay of the "Big Six.'' Coyle could 
get work anywhere there might be need for a hustler, but the others 
prohahly earned as much here as tbcy could hope to get in New York. 
l'\cvertllelcss, thPf.:e six were picked by the cashier, and paid beyond 
their fellows. 'l'lrn the indorsement on Voelke1··s envelope would be 
"Jit(- $1.J.50," tliough it ir·ou!cl l>e founrt to conluiil, antl Voelker had, 
lo11v ul'en accustomed to c:rvcct, 18 iastcacl of tile sun~ marked. 

HOW UElIBEilS 01'' SIX WEilE ram. 

Ar,aln, a witness of long and reputable <.'xpcrlence in the custom.s 
i;e1·vke testified that when he came on the docks as head .government 
weig-llC'l', llo<'k Superintendent -.:Pitzer invited him to go every month 
to 1 hi' cashier and get an envelope. .A former tmployc"<' at tlte com.-
1ia111;'s ofl/ce su·ore tflat lie hail S<'cn custom-Twu.9e oflicials come to 
lh<' 811(1ar company's cashier and r<'ceit·c money "ver11 many tim'i'.:'8," 
ancl the cashict' named wn.~ not callcrL to <lc11y the cliaroc. Most of this 
wai-, of course, contradicted l>y representatives of the company. 

Further, In this conn cfion, it wns testified that too much activity 
on the part of the customs men hncl not been theretofore desired in 
the collector's office. A former weigher, who swore that he had noted a 
strnngi> ,yohl>llng of the scale beam, was asked why he bad not re
porled it. "I cli<l 1rot 'leant •to co111mlt suicide, di<l I'!" was his answer. 

Another siv11iflea11t i11cirlc11tol 1C"U8 tllc shotcing as to "fn,,;oice-
1CCl{Jht" <'ai·r1vcs. These are simply cargoes of wbich th w~ight set 
forth In the Invoice is tak<.'n as the basis for the company's payment to 
the shipp :., instead of wci~hts taken anew from the city welgbers in 
'rew York. In the caRe of involoc-wcight cargces, thcr<.'fore. there 
could be no idea that the city weighers were in collusion to discredit 
the sng-ar company. Y t the parallel column made for the clock welgh
in~H ml·ght almost be transrerrcu and applied to the invoice weight . 
Tlic 1·,.sult i.<1 an c11ormous e..ccc.qs ove1· the government iocigl!t up to the 
signlflcant unto of :November 20, 1007. 

V!i'IQl'E DEFE. 'SE BY CO::IIr..1.:n: L.iWYERS. 

nut the most impressive incidental to one who studies tbc record of 
the case is the defeuc;c put forth by such lawyers as Messrs. Parsons 
ancl HtancWlcld. IIere it ls: 

'l'hat tltc 1r/wlc tltillf/-a total equivalent to a dit'iclcnd bcticccn 3 anCL 
4 vcr cent on tltc capital stock of tlt'c com7Ja1111-is a temp<'. t in a t<!a
vot. 'l'hat tll<' <'orsct-stccl anci 11·11ol<'8 story is a "pla11t '' made t<p 
bJJ TI'lrnlley a11<l pcrhnps Pon- to constitute a case. 'l'hat the dis
crepancies are legitimate and <Inc to morn carele snes on the part of 
the !!"Ove1·nment wc1ghcrs than on the part of the city welghrrs; to the~ 
fact that tbe city weigher were paid lJy the hundred pounds weigherl 
and the government weighers by the day; to the influence or the \vind 
and tide · and general confusion about the docks. 
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An abundant nnswer to all thls is that the discrepancies due to the 
ca rel :;. ne. s of everybody, to the different methods o! pay, to wind and 
ticlo and general confusion have all disnppeared since ·November :.w. 
l!l07. Finally, the attorneys fell back sub:,itantiu.lly on the declar·ation 
that t71e officials of the company 11<1u nothing to do with the specified 
conrl11ct of ..,_'[Jit::cr and the ''Big Si.:D," ancl would make it mighty hot 
for anybocly wlto said they !tad. 

nut tbe wind theory de:serves some special attention. The slips, sa.ld 
the attorney , are so many funnels for the wind. It sweeps in from 
the river, ulows itself underneath the docks, nnd then buoys up the 
scale platforms. The wind has reformed since November 20, 1907. 

Cl:RTAI~ FACTS TO UNDERSTA ro SUITS. . 
ertaln facts outside the record must be stated for any full under

standing of even the civll suit. 
Watei- iras t71ro1cn on tlrn platforni at one time 1rhen the tare 1ccif}hts 

1ce1·c bei11{l calc.11/atcd. This would dry before the sugar came along 
and distort the calculations of tlle Government by the weight of the 
wn tcr for every draft. 

A 11ot11er plan icaa to have the checker put his foot on the beam shoum 
"1i tlte illustration ancl press doion. This had precisely the el'rect of the 
cor. ct steel. 

D<'puty Vail undertook, in 1902, to stn.ndardize the tare allowances 
for tl'ucks on thi dock. Ile fixed upon a pattern truck. It anc.1 Jts 
like were inspected ancl accepted only after proving to weigh unifot·mly 
200 pounds each. Then the trucks were identified by being painted 
red. Withi1~ a fe10 days af tcru~ards the reel trucl.:s 1cere 1.oeighed aoain. 
Tltcy u;ere founa to Jzai;e sh1·unk from 6 to 14 pou1t<ls each. Since that 
day the Government bas builded the trucks under its own supervision 
and stamped them with Its seal. 

Another happening had to do with tbe balance ball on the scales. 
The cllecket· was the only person, save the weigher, near enough to 
thnt ball to touch it. Yet tho 1.oeigl1cr founa himself required to bal
ance ltis Rcnlcs anetv ei;cry little 11:hile. 'l'his was called "rolling t.he 
ball," and it gave the sl.x-JCeboe, Voelker, Boyle and Coyle, IIalligan 
and Hennessy-the name " The Roly-l'oly Six." 

KEHOE CAUGIIT O~-E TIME BE.FORE. 

Evidence was introduced that fa 1897 Kehoe 1t•as caught hanging a 
1r.eig1tt inslrle the scale house !or the purpose o! bearing down the scale 
after the wci!;'her bad balanced it in the morning. The witness was a 
wci~her named Conlon, and Kehoe admitted on the st nd that Conlon 
had found such a welgbt, tbou~h he denied all personal knowledge of It. 

'Ihe lxth m thod wa simply to take the sweepings right under the 
Government's no e ancl not 1rcigh them, at all. 

Eac:Ji of the e rn·acticcs 1i·as <li.scoz:cred and corrected by. the surveyor 
of the port, Gen. James S. lark1'1on, or his deputy, Mr. Vail. 'l'be 
trucks were stamped with "U. S." The balance ball u;as lockcfl in 
place. Water 01• the pl11.tfo1·m wa occasion enou~h not to 1ccigh upon 
it. The Ua 1tsm iss ion bar was encasecL so that the checker's foot could 
not. reach It. Su:ccpinvs u;crc 1c1ttched. And now that the co1·set stay 
lws been found throuvh the Treasury Department, chcc/.;ers arc e.r
cl111lc<l altogether froin the scale lwu .. es. 

Is it true tba.t this apparent indulgence of the .American Sugar llc· 
fining Company through even practices que tionable, to say the leaAt of 
them, year after year, Indicates compliance by United States authori
ties i' It may. But on a diligent examination o:t the office o:t collector 
of the port, I um ratllcr surprl ed that there llas not been more com
pliance than that there shoul<l ha>e been any. Tlw cil;iL sen·icc ltas 
occn "1torn-smuyglcrl." Influence teas as potent i11. ide tile old customs 
hou.9c aa outside. Until this year the very office of collector has l>ecn 
the unit !or eyery political worker who could tlip himself hard enough 
to lunge at it. 

TWO OFFICI.l..LS, GOOD AXD II07'EST. 
Ilnt there Is no evidence that either the deputy or the surveyor wns 

anything other than a goo<l subordinate nr:ll an honest mun. Tile 
i;;rrvice gets it. policy from the collector and from the Secretary of the 
Trea ·ury. If the sugar trust was not to be pre~ cd too hnl'd, it was 
not to be pressed too hard-that was all ther was to it. So device 
after deyice was adopted to prevent wlrnt the attorney for the com
vany call "di crepancl ,'' and notbini;- else wuch was done. 'l'bc l)ort 
of New York is a big- port. The surveyor must lJc the outdoot· exel'n
tive in the collection of ,;:!20,000,000 a. year. He can be kept busy with 
bis subordinates with-0nt itting around on n dock to watcll e\'ery 
"Holv Poly Six" -that som l1olly su ·pect. It is 11 pleasure to certify 
that U.encral Clark on and )Ir. Vail are no' giving loyal and resource
ful support to a coll •ctor who means busine. !!. 

r.ut it is noteworthy tllat the late:::t light-fingering on the docl{S of 
th Willi msburg retint'ry was not di ·covered through the New Yori· 
cu~tom-house. On the contrary, the bunt was concch·ed in Wa hing
ton and dlrc>cted tbro11irhout from the White House. 'l'here is till an 
intimate knowledg of the ca e in the office of the President, and tb·~ 
force which refu1-5es to be "lmft'aloed" still finds its source in the 
Executive. 

'r.Ulll, BEGI. •• "ER 0.li' TIIE C.AMP.AIG~. 

Richard rnrr wns tbe u glnner o:t the campaign. A cha.In of cir
cum taucc.~. largely per.onal, brou~bt him, as an old acquaintance, to 
""illlnm Loeh jr., in the latter's ollice as 14ecretary to tlle President, in 
tllP prin~ or ltl0-.1. The up hot o:t tlleir talk wa th!. : 

That !'arr had l>ccn n sampler on the dock of the 1rngar company· 
that Ile hnd entered the customs sl'rvice tllrough civil- ·ervice cxuiu: 
lnation; that he felt be coul<l not rise so rnpldly there oi:i in the 
cup city of a special u~cnt of the Treasury; tllut, 11'. he could uc ap
pointed i<pccial a ent, be believed he could "get the dot " on a i:;pccies 
of fraud l.Je!m; practiced on the sugar docks thnt meant millions to the 
Uo\'crnment. 

Actin~ for t.he Pt·csi<1ent, Ur. Loeb hnd Pan· appointed as special 
a~ent. .:\Ir. nooi;evelt knew practically nothlng n.IJout the custom.;; 
branch of the GoYernmcnt, nn<l lle felt that liis i::ecrctnry, wbo had hl'cn 
a ciet'k in the ~ 'ew YCJrk custom-house way l>uck in 1 111, could bettN 
l><' tru ·te<.l as to policies and wethods fot· tlint Rct·vice than he; hut he 
!ollo\Yed tlle dcvclopm nt of the situation wlth t.bc kcene t lntercxt 
noted that !'arr bad mudc a di ·tinct success of bis first assignment-ti.le 
detection of certain ·mu"'gllni; aero. s the :Maine uorder-nn<l was im
patient that the •.rreasury llevartmcnt found so much work for him to 
do elsewhere than on the sut;nL' docks. 

LOEU AXD PAI.tR 'WORK SIDD DY SIDE. 

Ir. Lo0b and Parr, in a certain !':Cilc e, worked together. The Secre
t.Hy to the Pre:sldent had brou~bt clown from New York rather clear 
Meas bow th<' operntion of the New York custom-house could be 
1mpro?~o. With the id ·a that General Clarkson could help, be 1.Jnd 
been active in having that gentlem:>.n. made sur eyor, back in the days 

when lfr. Loeb was assistant secretary. Now Parr was prob!n~ 
frauds wherever be could find them, t.he wenkncs~;cs of the r-ervlce wer·o 
sprending them elves out for l>oth men t.o see, and both of them were 
turning, back as often as exceptionally busy programmes would pumit, 
to Parr s plans to turn tlla light on the sugar docks. 

At this stage Richard Whalley came ncroHs tl10 horizon. Jn resent
ment been.use, according to bim, the .\.mel'icnn Su~ar Rr.nnery woul<l 
not po.y him extra as a " roly poly " and for hang in~ a weight O':ll the 
scale arm and for " histing" bis foot on the transmi!':slon bar, be set 
out for Washington to inform the authorities. A slstant Secretary 
Ileekman Winthrop joined hands with l\lr. Loeb in the can. e lly ap- • 
pointing Whalley n. special agent. The newcomer then et of!', in 
Novembel', 1!)07, to obtuin employment on the docks as a. representative 
of the shipowner whose cargo was being unloaded. 

Ills task was to stand before one of the cale hon"es ancl count the 
bags as they came ncross the dock. In this position be claims to 
have noticed that the company's checker, Ilenne. sr, would drop his 
left hand every time n drnft was wci~h d. 'l'hts led him to think that 
kicking the beam, rolling tile ball, throwing water on the scnlrs, hanging 
weights on the upright, sub;;tituting light trucks for lH!llYY trucks, and 
blipping swe pings pnst unwel~bcd hnd been ~up rscded. So he ar
ranged the signal which l'arr and llrzcz.illskl were to receive that 
eventful morning of November 20. 

Tilll AGJ!:."TS WERE MARKED tE~. 

After that Parr and Ilrzezinski were marked men. The former was 
o.tt.acked wHh every kind of ammunition. Ills life was threatened, his 
11ome was invaded, n putative record of curlier mi. conduct was pro
duced, and his position in th Trcnsury service wa. endangered. Ilrze
zlnski has since been <ll;;m!ssed. It is unquc"tionable that immediately 
after the capture of " that Iron" from Kehoe, the usefulness o.f 
Ilrzezinskl abruptly ceased. 

1\I 'nnwhllc the whole ·cw York customs depnrtmcnt hn<l takf'n on 
llfo with the coming o:t l\Ir. Loeb. "When did the reor~aniznlion of this 
!Jur,..nu llcgin ~" I asked one of the officials. ".Just the day the new 
collector cnme," was the reply. It js true. From that day to thls 
there has l.>c·en more fire und r the customs furnace in our grC'utest 
port than evct' before. Mr. Vail fou;'ld the ch<'<' and fig smu~glers. 
General Clarkson and Mr. V:.iil cooperntc<l with ~Ir. Lo,..b's very capable 
dt'pnty, 1\fr. Stunrt, to rid the rolls of tlleir ormtmPnts. 

\\'hC'n I wns in ~·cw York the la. o was 1.>clng thrown at still 
nnother class of offcnd<'rs. Even New York-after Parkhurnt, 8eth 
Low, Lcxow, nnd • IcC!cll1.n-i lo. in~ its l.>renth. As one of the city 
c1ficlals put it: ". ly Lord. I did not know there was such an otlico 
as collector of the port bdore." 

DISCOURAGED DY '.l'Illl :!\'"IBWSPA.I'ETIS. 

A 11CH:spapcr man (indR it hard to 1critc <101c1i that tlrn urcatoit <lis
couraocmcnt in all t11is flgllt came from 111.s 111ca vro{cs~ion. rct that 
i.~ tho fact. A vrimc ol>Jcct of the prn8cc11tio1111 1ww 11c11tli1vo lta11 b,;cn 
tllat tlilB kirul of crime ba 111ado as cu11te111pti/Jle ns a1111 ot11c1'. .A 111·l11w 
objrct i11 tf1c ciril action auai11. t tltc A lll<'rica11 •uqar Jtcfi11!11g '01:1pa11y 
was tltrrt so rich anct powerful a corimrutiun llli!Jltt b<' maclc. to u1Pncer 
bcfon: tfle bar of Amcl'icaa 1111/Jlio opi11ion. But bolh th sc obje<'ts hat.:c 
11v tn t/zi.<J time been .~tl'a11(1d!J dcfc11tccl. 

\\"itbout attempting to C'X:plaln tile ·ituntion nmon~ New York news
papers, the reporter for thi po.per sets forth tl1ei-:e fact : 

'J'ltnt less 1cas 7Jri11tc!l on tile <l/.qcoccry uf t11csc <lock fra111ls an<l tho 
return of tlie rerrlict titan on . cconrl-rntc 11it.~ in city courts; that tllc1·0 
1i:cro printc1l in .~err.ml of tl1c 11a/H'l'S fulf-µa!JC adi;rrti. r.111c11ts rcadlllfl 
simvl11, '''The Amcric<11i t'llfl<H' H<.1f111i11y ('011111111111, Off/crw, ii·azi street, 
Xcw Yo1·k;,, tltat only the Sew 1 or!~ RnJ11i11r1 l'u t vulJ/l.~llc<l urh ac
counts of such a trial as it mi9l1t llflt'C ficl'li c:1:pcctrrl to p11bli.~l1, a111L 
1·c1·11 brief accoimts 1ccro c:r]Jcelc<l of tlin l'oNt; tlt11l 011/11 tltat 11e1c.spapcr 
oncl tlw ,•zm hare undcrtal•eri Biwcc to Bet ·forth in rcrlc.w tile facts 
theretofore omiltca. 

ORE.AT FIGH'I' O:\LY nl~GL":\J."G. 

Tho flo71t 1Qill go on u·ith the neicspapcn of Scio Tork or 1citl1011t 
t71cm. 'Ille •·Holy-Poly Six" nnd 8pitzer have already nn. wcrcd at the 
11ur to criminal iudictwent. Th<'y will lie tried ns 1>ecdily as the nit 
ngnlnst their cm1lloye1· for RCC]uestered dntics. 'l'herc is no fear of the 
sugar trnst In the oillce of tile district n.ttom y, ln the omce of the 
collector or the port, in the ollice of thr. l'rc3idt'nt of the enited Rtutcs. 
En1ry official who e connection with the e <lock frnud::; ·:in h truced 
will be haled into court, thnt tbc jnry may det. rmlne how. high up tl.rn 
crime reached. Honest newspapers, officials, .i111·yrnl'n, will alike finll 
bulldog spirit for thiig ca. e in this definition of the civil i:;ult by Attor
ney titanchficld, speaking for the com1iany: 

'' Tlrn cltarvc is tltal, oru· a pcrio•L uf vcar~. 111r .l11JfTil'nn Suoar Rr
fl,ninr; Oomva1111 of New J:"orl.: Jia,r~ /Jccn sy.~temnlimlly, in 111·11. 011 cw1l out 
of season, from lfJOJ do1c111 1mtil tlto cfose of 1!JU1, c:nyayccl iii stcali11y 
from tlte United fates." 

The '{l1uli11g of tlio jury a.g to that clwroo 1ras "_Ouilt.11.'' The work 
now a.head is to find out who it wns t.bat was i:rullty. '1'J1er. will lie no 
smell like thn.t of cooking molasses in the courts of the United .'tntes. 

:\Ir. OWI~~. Ir. Pre. itlent, tlli is u very rcuwrkalJlc record 
of tllc persi:;;tent fraud verv tratel1 1111011 th revenues of the 
Unitru ,'tntes by one of the gr atei-;t l> •ncficinric" of tile tnritI. 
I congratulitte the nuministratiou of tlrn 'nitcd .'tntcs nvou 
Im Ying detecteu :mcl expo ell this franc1. llnnmn ht•ingR :lr(! 
mllth nlike in the worlll, and frnuu mnst occnr mHlt'r o.ny a<l
miniHtrn.tion wlrntever. I <lo not care to comment upon this 
J>:trticulnr fruuu, nltllougll one of grent magnit.rnl , in nuy otller 
nRvect than to point out tlle fact tllnt the fo;o-callctl" ugnr trn ·t" 
is , hown to l>e i· C'eivinf; benefits of bel\Yeen fifty nntl <'i"hly 
mi1lion clollarR n year from the p ople of the ·uited StateR, 
EY ry hi1d wllo ats a Jiiece of cnrn1y pay· u tnx nvon it to tllis 
organization. Eighty million dollar· mean a clollar per capita, 
becau. c the con. t11111)tiou of sugar, wller !) 01)le nre ahle to 
,'nvvly thcmsch· . witll footl, is uistr·ibutctl Yery uniformly 
among prince nucl p u. nnt; among the Ycry ric:ll arnl tile " ry 
poor. \Vhcn this orgnuization i.• permitted by our laws to tax 
tll voor, aml tile xtr Ill ly poor, n t tbe rate of a. uollnr 11er 
capita for th ir prh·ate purs , which i. alren<ly bur. tin~ with 
w0nllh, I think it i time for the enat.e of the 'nit.eel Stat s 
to ubf' r~·e thi sugar sc:l!euule ::tncl to cut out from thl schedule 
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that pa.rt· of it which peculiarly serves this organization und does 
.not erve the people of the United .States; which does not even 
.ser·re those who produce raw sugar in Louisiana, in Colorado, or 
1n other States. . 

I want to ask why it is that the words " Not ..above No. 16 
Dutch standard in color " are not stricken out of this bill? 
They ought to be stricken .out. I ask that the Finance Com
J.nittee sl+all consider .and report to the Senate why those words 
.shall not be stricken out of the sched.nle, and I make ·the .motion 
1:hat the Finance -Committee report to the Senate why these 
'words snail nat be stricken out of pamgraph 213, Schedule E. 

l\Ir." TILLMAN. Will the Senator please repeat the .words he 
desires stricken out? 

l\Ir. OWEN. I desir-e to ha~e stricken .out the words, "Not 
above No. 16 Pntch standard in color," where they appear in 
Schedule E, paragraph 213, page 72. 

The YLCE-PRESIDENT. The.re is a -pending amendment, 
whlch has not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular -order, .Mr. President. 
"The VI-OE-,PRESIDENT. '.Ihe Secretary will state the !Pend

ing amendment. 
The .SECRETARY. The pending amendment is ·an . .amendment 

'!Offered b;v Mr. McCU.MBER .to strike out .J)aragrapb.B Nos. 197, 
199, 200, .201, 203, 204:, and 20a, in :Schedule D; also strike out 
all of paragraph No. 70 , free list, .aft€r rthe word " planking," 
line 25, p.age 22Q, and insert in lleu thereof the following : 

And .a:U kinds of 1.u:mber, timber, laths, shingles1 pickets, palings, 
staves of IWDOd, clapboards, paving -posts, railroad ,ties, cand telephone, 
trolley, electric light, and ""telegraph poles of cedar or other woods, and 
all other lumber not specifically provided for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment must be .disposed 
of before any other .amendment than an amendment to it can 
be ·considered. 

l\Ir. OWEN. I was not a.ware, Mt. President, of the pende•1~y 
'Of this -particular amendment. At -its conc1usio~ I sb.all off.er 
this proposed :resolution. . 

1\fr . .ALDRLCH. I would state -to the :senator from Okla
:homa .tha.t the sugar "SChedu1e llas not yet been :reaehed. It 
-pTo"bably wil:l be reacbed this afternoon, or, -1 nope so anywa_y. 
Then the Senator's amendment will be in erd.er. 

Mr. OWEN. I offer no amendment~ I offer a resolufion of 
:instruction to the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. 'BEVERIDGE. Rard1y to .the chah:man, but to .the crun
mittee. 

1\lT. OWE.t~. To tbe committee .or to "tb.e chairman, who ls 
"the committee. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. .That is true. 'Mr • .President, 11a.s morn
ing business closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is dose.d. 
1\lr. BEVERIDGE. Out of order, then, r aSk :permission to in

troduce an amendment, which I send to the desk, and which I 
desire may lie on the table for the present. 

The "VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, lhe amendment 
will be received out of order, _printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This, 1\Ir. PresTdent, is an amendment 
placing licorice extracts, paste, rolls, and so forth, on the free 
list, where the House J)laced them. As everybody -knows, I sup
pose, licorice is very largely used in the manufacture of to
bacco ; in fact, is absolute1y ill.dispensable; and yet the .monopoly 
uf licorice .of that Jdnd is now, .I "believe, entirely in the hands 
of the Am.e.v1can Tobacco 'Company. 

l\Ir. KEAN. I beg the Senator's par.don. There are .inde
_penden't factories in the .State of New .Jersey. 

1\Ir. "BEVERIDGE. W.e will discuss .that question a little 
lat.er on. · ·The independent compllnies who manufacture tobacco 
are compelled, for the most part, to ·buy their 1ieorice of the 
American Tobacco Company or :to pay an exorbitant price for 
that which is imported. The Rouse put this on the free list, 
but the Senate committee struck out the provision. To restore 
it to the rree list is the object of my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question .is on agreeing to the 
.amendment .proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
:McCu11rnER], which has been stated. 

l\Ir. ROOT. l\Ir. President, before the Senate disposes of the 
_paragraph providing for a differential u_pon dressed lumber, I 
w1sh to ask that consideration be ,given to a great number of 
establishments and employees who are engaged in the planing 
and dressing of lumber along the American side of the water 
.boundary between the United States and ·Canada. Early in the 
'history of the building of the dwellings for our people all along 
±he pathway of emigration to the West, .there grew up along the 
.southern horders .of the Lakes a chain of lumber yards and 
1umber-dressing establishments to su_pply .the wants of the mov
fug and growing communities. W:hen the lumbering camps -were 
.established in the forests of Michigan and Wisconsin, instead of 

estnblishing planing mills .at .the camps, the cheap Lake freights 
.made it practicable to transport the :rough lumber to ·points on 
the south of the Lakes nearer the _points of distribution and to 
.dress the lumber at those points. .Accordingly, these estabHsh
ments ,grew n,p, and as ,the lumber of Michigan and Wisconsin 
decreased the same establishments began to include Oanadi~ 
lumber in their work; so that .now they a.re engaged in the 
dressing of rough lumber, which is brought from our western 
forests and from Canadian forests, -and the millions of feet of 
lumber which you see upon the" C(}mparattve statement" as im
ported tin.to the United States dming the :past few years go 
chie.fly to these lumber~dressing establishments, which are tn.k
_.i.ng the rough lumber from the .foTests of .oanada and m:mu
:facturing it into material fit and Teady for use in building and 
in the nrioIIB constructions where lumber is used. There .are 

·such establishments at Ogdensburg, -on the St. Lawrence; at 
Tonawanda iand Buffalo, JJ.ear the outlet of Lake Erie; at Erie, 
at Cleveland, at Toledo, at Detroit, at -Chicago, at Saginaw, ·at 
Bay City, and at many other points along the southern edge of 
the boundary :waters. 1a.D.y millions of dollars are im:ested .and 
.many th-0.usands of men are employed in these planing and 
-dressin_g .mills. In Tonawanda and Buffalo alone 1there are ot'er 
10,000 men enwleyed. Directly ·dependent upon them, it ia fair 
.to estimate, ·are fifty to .sixty thouEand people. Over $20,000 
a day in ·wages are _paid to them;; that is to ·say, m the neigbbor
hood .of $7,000;000 :a yearA 

.A.t .the other points which :r have mentioned the number •of 
men employed -.and the m:nou.nt of the wages paid will probably 
come, -upon a fair aTe-cage, 'Very near to :the figures which .I :ha:ve 
:gi--ren for Bnffalo and ·Tonaw.a:nda. 

'l'his interest is plainly wortb,y ef the careful ·attention of the 
-Senate in appzying tb.e rule of protection t-0 the construction of 
this tariff aet. ;r do not :ask, .'Mr . .President, that there slla11 ·be 
any deviation d:rem the :rule upon which we .are fi:a.ming this act 
in benalf of the -lumber-dressing intemsts of :n.orthero Ne-w York, 
bnt I do ask :that fer rt.he :pr<M:ection of •their manufacturing in
dustry they ha:v.e the .benefit of the same ·rule whi.ch is a:ppll.ed 
:tG -0ther industries in this bfll. 

I ask the Senate to consider the conditions under which this 
industry is conducted :for .the purpose ·Of :applying ·the rule, and 
the first co.nsidei:atlon :to which I call attention is the fact .that, 
while the -duties recommended in the .Finance Oommlttee :report 
upon the products .af these planing mills-that is to say, dTesscil 
lumber-amount to .a little less than 12.t per cent ad v-alorem on 
.an average, Cana~ £tretching .alo.n_g the .northern border of the 
same •water boundary, imposes a duty on ·dressed lumber of 25 
tPer -cent ad rvalor:em~ so .that under the committee reJ)ort, if that 
'be adopted by Congress, it will .be ..giving to this great iindustry 
:less than one-11.alf the _protection that ·Canada gives to the same 
industry on the other side of the lakes and boundary rivers. 
Twel"\"e and a half per cent upon ·dressed lumber will bar the 
planing mills of Canada from the markets which build 11p 'the 
growing communities of the United £fates, and 25 per cent, -01· 
double that .barrier, will -bar the ..American dressed-lumber mills 
from the .market which is building up the growing communities . 
of ·Ontario .and the western Provin£es of Canada. 

The second consideration ls that while these -establishments 
are paying in every State high . taxes upon their lumber yards, 
their mills, ;their machinery, and their stock on hand, for the 
.support of our Government, Canada gives to ·every planing :mill 
.which will move across the border te the edge of her iorests 
and establish -this industry in .her territory -a remission of taxes 
for ft0m iifteen to twenty-five y-ear.s. So that the duty which 
we are Jmposin_g u_pon dressed lumber, if we .adopt the committee 
report, is but placiiig upon the product that comes from Ca:nada 
a burden for the support of our Government to balance off the 
tax that is imposed upon :the property of our planing millB for 
the support of our state and munlcipal governments. 

Nevertheless, if the conditions under which the industry is 
conducted are -such that there .is ·DO occasion to make -up for the 
difference .in the cost of _production-nevertheless, I say, there 
would be no ,ground for im_posing a differential duty upon 
·dressed· lumtrer. But, 1\fr. President, the conditions are widely 
,different. In the first place, the information which I ha-ve re
ceived-infomnation coming from very .trustworthy sources
.indicates to me that the estimate of the cost of dressing lum
ber, as stated by the Senator from North Dakota. [Mr. l\IcCUM-, 
.BER], in his vecy interesting and impressive argument last week, · 
omitted many elements of expense, and that the .figures which 
he had been Jed to believe were the correct figures were alto
gether too low . 

The a.ctual cost of conducting the business of dressing lumber 
in the mills of the United States involves thtee different ele
ments. In .the forests of Canada d:here is no rent to be paid 
for ;the ground ·;where the planing .:mill :may be established. In 
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Buffalo, in Tonawanda, in Chicago, and in all the other places 
where these establishments ham so long existed for the-benefit 
of our people on our side of the line, the prosperity which has 
grown up under our system has resulted in the requirement 
that heavy rental be paid for the ground upon which the lum
ber yards are placed and upon which the mills stand. 

The next element is that of handling the lumber. The lum
ber comes in mill runs from the Canadian and the western 
forests; that is to say, unsorted, just as it comes from the 
mill. It comes down in the lumber vessels, and when it 
r aches Buffalo or any of the other ports it has to be taken 
from the vessel, transported to the lumber yard, sorted, piled 
up each class and kind by itself, left to dry, and then carried to 
the planing or dressing mill, and from that mill after it is 
dressed taken to the car for transportation as dressed lumber. 

l\Ir. HALE. l\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDE~nr. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
l\lr. ROOT. Certainly. -
l\lr. HALE. I desire to interrupt the statement which the 

Senator is making only to ask him, generally, what his view is 
as to the rate upon the different forms of dressed lumber. The 
Finance _Committee, with regard to these different processes of 
dressing lumber and the duty applied to each, have followed, as 
the Senator lmows, the House bill and running through the dif
ferent forms of dressing lumber. The present law, the Dingley 
law, as to each one of these particular forms is higher than 
the House bill and higher than the Senate Finance Committee 
report, as found in this bill. I do not know but what the Sen
ator has stated that; but is it his idea that for the protection 
of this most essential and large industry the present rates of 
the Dingley law or something like-them should be maintained? 
Does he believe that this industry should receive more than 
either the House bill or the Senate bill, as reported by the 
committee, has given to it in their provisions? 

Mr. ROOT. l\ly impression, Mr. President, is that the differ
ential of the Dingley Act is at just about the right point to 
maintain a healthy opportunity for business and a healthy re
straint upon business. 

l\Ir. HALE. That answers my question, Mr. President. 
Mr. ROOT. That is to say, I do not think there can be a re

duction from those differentials which would not result in the 
transfer of a large proportion of our planing mills to Canada, 
because I think that those differentials are no greater than 
necessary to enable the American planing mills to make a fair 
profit on their product, while I think that an increase of those 
differentials would withdraw the corrective and restraining 
effect of possible Canadian -competition in case our planing 
mills should endeavor to charge too great a profit upon their 
product. 

Mr. President, I was about to deal with ·the question of the 
cost of conducting the planing-mill business in the United States, 
and I h,ad stated that the difference arises from the fact that 
heavy rental has to !;le paid upon lumber yards and mill sites 
here. With that. of course, comes the difference in taxation, 
arising from the fact that our mills have to contribute largely 
to the support of the Government, while in Canada they are 
free from that obligation. I also stated that there were various 
elements of cost in the actual dealing with the rough material 
and transforming it into the di;essed material, one being the 
cost of' handling. The next, of course, is the cost of dressing ; 
and, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. SMITH] has · just sug
gested to me, the position of the mills on our side invoTves the 
necessity for carrying heavy fire insurance. Now, as to the 
actual cost of dre sing-- . 

Mr. l\lcCUMBER. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRE !DENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUl\fBER. l\fay I ask the Senator from New York 

whether, to his knowledge, the cost of finishing lumber is any 
greater in the State of New .York or anywhere along the Cana
dian boundary east of l\lichigan than it is west of that section? 
Is there anything in the handling that necessarily makes it cost 
any more? Has the Senator any information on that point? 

Mr. ROOT. My information is that the eastern cost is higher 
than the western cost. The Senator from Maine can probably 
give better information upon that than I can. The general 
statement is made to me that in the northeastern part of the 
country the cost is very considerably higher on our side of the 
line thail it is on the Canadian side of the line. As to the differ
ence of cost between the eastern American mills and the western 
American mills I am not prepared to say. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. l\Iy reason for asking the question is that 
I have numerous communications from those who ·are engaged 

in the manufacture of lumber in Michigan, in Minnesota, and · 
west of that line, and especially one in my hand from the 
Brooks-Scanlon Lumber Company, of Minneapolis, a lumber 
company that is manufacturing not only in l\Iinnesota, but in 
the Southern States; and in speaking of this subject, the writer 
of this letter Eays : 

We are operating one large sawmill in Minnesota and two in Louisi
ana. The cost of finishing lumber in the planing mill at the Minnesota 
plant for the year 1908 was 48.7 cents per thousand feet and 45.8 
cents per thousand feet at the Louisiana plants. This cost includes 
repairs and supplies and covers all lumber sent through the planing 
mill, but does not include lumber shipped in the rough. 

Then he says: 
Our Minnesota cost is higher than the average cost for mills in that 

territory, due to the fact that our trade is a special one, which re
quires a large amount of work on the high-grade stock put through the 
planing mill. 

Then he goes on to describe how the work is done, and says 
that they sell most of their cheaper lumber in the rough and 
only finish the higher grades; but he establishes the fact, 
according to his statement, that finishing e\en the higher 
grades does not, in any of the mills that he operates, exceed 
45 cents per thousand, and that this is higher than the aver
age. That is the reason I asked the Senator whether or not 
there was something in the peculiar method of handling that 
made the cost so much more East than in the West. 

l\Ir. ROOT. Yes, Mr. President; there is a very marked 
distinction. I take it that the mills referred to in the letter 
just read by the Senator from North Dakota are milJs at the 
forest. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER; I did not understand the Senator's 
statement. 

l\Ir. ROOT. I think they are mills which are in the lumber 
region, and the cost, which I understood to be 49 cents at one 
of the mills, probably fairly represents the cost in the Cana
dian mills. I have no reason to believe that it costs substan
tially more in a mill at the forest ill 1\Iinnesota to dress lum
ber than it does in a mill at the forest in Canada. There 
may be differences in individual mills, but in general I think 
not. 

Mr. IIALE. Mr. Pre ident--
1\!r. ROOT. Will the Senator allow me for one moment? 

But as between -these establishments in Ogdensburg, Buffalo, 
•ronawanda, Erie, Cle-veland, Detroit, and hicago, around 
which have grown up great cities during the half century of 
their existence, and the mills, whether in Canada or the West, 
which are situated at the forest, there is a very wide dis
tinction. The 10,000 men who are wl:>rking in the mills at 
Buffalo and Tonawanda are not living upon lumber-camp sup
plies. They have homes and families and food and clothing 
and opportunities of life that befit American citizenship in 
American cities, and the cost of maintaining that fabor under 
those conditions is necessarily higher than the cost of main-
taining labor at the lumber camps. . 

l\lr. HALE. Will the Senator permit me to make a sug
ge tion? 

Mr. ROOT. I shall be very happy to yield. 
Mr. HALE. This is a suggestion brought out by the tate

ment of the Senator from North Dakota. It struck me, as I 
think it must ha·rn struck the Senator from New York and any 
other Senator listening who is interested in this subject, a a 
remarkable thing that the correspondent of the Senator fixes 
one rate as the cost of finishing lumber-42 cents was it? 

Mr. McCUl\1BER. The Senator is mistaken, although this is 
intended to include all lumber finished through those .mills. It 
does not mean on one side or on two sides, but the average cost 
of the entire work. 

l\fr. HALE. As I said, what struck me with surprise was the 
Senator's statement that 42 cents-was it--

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Forty-four to 45 cents. 
l\Ir. IIALE (continuing) . Thu t 44 to 45 cents covered the 

cost, additional to rough lumber, of the entire process of manu
facturing and dressing in different forms. That seemed to me a 
very remarkable statement, because all legislation heretofore 
has had, and the schedule made up by the Hom;e in its bill and 
by the Committee on Finance in its bill in accord with the House 
has, a very marked sliding and increased scale, according to the 
different processes that are put upon the rough lumber. 

For instance, planed or finished . on one side, $1.50 per thou
sand feet; planed or finished on two sides, $2 per thousand feet; 
planed or finished on three sides, $2.50; and on four sides, $3. 
If planed on one side and tongued and grooved, $2 per thousand 
feet ; planed on two sides and tongued and grooved-another 
process-$2.50 per thousand feet. 

I know something about the lumber business, having li•ed in 
a community largely interested in that article, and it is to me, 
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as I think it mnst be to the Senator from New YoTk, a matter 
of surprise thnt any one rate, particularly so low as 42 to 45 
cent , would co-rnr all the processes that ha\e been cared for 
heretofare in every bil4 either pru;sed by Congress .or submitted 
for its decision by any com'mitte . in a sliding ~cale.. The Ding
ley rates are higher :tjll, being $2 per thousand feet an lumber 
finished on on side, $2.50 on lumber fini ... hed on trr-o side , $3 
on lumber finished on three sides, and $4 upon lumber finished 
on four sides. ' 

.. i\lr. McCUMBEil.. The differentials are the same. 
l\Ir. HALE. And 3.50 for lumber tongued and grooTed 

on one side or two sid What I wanted was that the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBE&] should tell me, and tell 
th€ Senator from New York, and tell the Senate, whether he 
belieTes that this 40 to 45 cents, applied without regard to the 
nature and extent of the process, is el.n.imed to be enough com
pensation fo:r this great industry for all the work in finishing 
or deessing lumber. It seems to me a >ery remarkable st..'1.te
ment that is made by the correspondent of the Senator. . 

Mr. McCUl\fBER. 1\Ir. President, if I may take one moment 
of the time of the Senator fr&m New York, to reply to the 
inqujry of the Senator from .Maine, I will say that when I 
discussed the lumber chedule some time a.go I attempted to 
establish tbe fact that the average cost of planing only one 
side of the lumber as it came from the saw was only about ln 
cents per thousand, and of course there would be a little added 
to that, as it is planed on two sides, and a little more added 
to it, necessari)y, as they groove one edge and tongue the 
other; but the information I have is that while these mills do 
all of this finishing, the average cost of· finishing ererything 
that the mill turns out is only about from 44 to 45 cents per 
~housand. No~, I might have gone further, I think, probably, 
~ the same letter, and have shown that in some of the very 
highest or most complete finishing it runs as high as 60 to 7!5 
cent~ per thousand, 75 eents being the limit, and that only in 
special cases; and that all of the ordinary finishing, ·s~h as 
would be used in flooring, in siding, and in lumber that is gen
eraUy in 11se, which we call "finish€d lumber," and not finished 
for the purpose merely of spiking together to make a frame or 
something of that kind, could all practically come within the 
50 cents per thousand limit. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. Presid.ent, I think I will ask the Senate to 
indulge me in having read a brief letter from the president 
of the Amalgamated. ·wood.workers' International Union of 
America, giving the views of the men who do the work. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Sec
retary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
1Hr!.ALGAMATED WOODW01tKERS' 

Han. ELIHU ROOT, 
Washington, D. 0. 

IXTER:.><'A'L'IOXAL NIOX OF AMERICA 
Washington, D. 0., May 11: 1SO~. 

MY DEAR Srn : Ref.erring to statements made by several Senators in 
speeches ~d.vocating the elimination of that portion of the ta.riff sched
ule pertammg to dressed lumber, wherein it was asserted that it costs 
only 15 ce~ts per M for dressing lumber. Speaking from many years' 
e~perlence m operating woodworking machinery and an Intimate prac
tical knowledge of the subject-representing as I do the eml}loyees of 
all the larger planing mills in this country as president of the .Amal
gamated Woodworkers' International Union of .America-I know it to 
be a fact that no lumber could be dressed at the low cost mentioned not 
even surfaced on one side. ' 

In the first place, It takes at least two men to operate the machlne
one to feed i~, receiving an average wage of 22 cents per hour, and the 
other to receiye the lumber from the machine, or olfbear, at an average 
wage of at least 15 cents per hour-making a total cost of 37 cents 
per hour wages for actu~I labor performed In handling the lumber. 

~t would take approXlDlately one hour's time to grind the ordinary 
knives for surf:i.~g and from 20 to 30 minutes' time to set the knives 
and get the machrne ready to start. Each. different pattern of lumber 
run through the machine requires· a change of the knives or cutters 
depending on the type, width, and thickness of the pattern.. In filling 
orders f~r vario~ kinds of lumber it is necessary to make frequent 
chaz.iges m the kmves. ~t is also necessary to sharpen them three or 
four times a day, dependmg on the character of the material run thus 
increasing the cost of labor above the 37 cents per hour p:iid to t~ men 
who actually opora te the machine. 

In .additiofi: to this, there is a general expense entailed of repairs to 
machmes ~urmg t)le. year1 rebabbeting._ supplies, cost of power, deprecia
tion, "eneral adm1mstrat1on expense, msu1·ance, ta.xes, etc. 

I would c~ ider, from my practical experience, that 1,000 feet of lumber 
of m:erage 11ndth, dressed per hour, on the modern machine to be a reason
uble consoryative .amount;· therefore proving conclusively that it would 
be utterly 1mposs1ble to dress lumber with the most modern machinery 
at the low cost per M stated, and I would conside1· a cost ot at least 75 
cents pe,. hour to be a fair esttmate on the general run of lmnber. On 
the complicated patterns of dressing, like ceiling, partition drop sidinO' 
and on the more. narrow hnnber, like 6-inch and 4-inch strlps (of which 
a lD.rgc amount IS dressed), the cost would Increase proi;mrtlonately. 

I have attended many conferences in endeavoring to fix the wage 
scale between the owners of planing mms and the various members of 
our union, during which I have heard discussion as to the cost o.f dress
ing, a.nd I kn.ow from my intimate and personal knowledge that the 
above figures are conservattve as to the actual cost submitted to me at 
these different conferences. 

Very truly, your , 
• D. D. l\IULCAHY, President, . 

Amalgamated Woodworkers' Intornaiionai U1iion of America. 

.Mr. HALa ltir. President--
The VICE~PRESIDE:.~T. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 
Mr. RA.LE. Will the Senator let me right here, in connectio-n 

with what has jnst been read, put -in some figures given on 
this subject as to the cost of dressing lumber in the largest 
establiEhment in the State of Wisconsin? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly . 
Mr. HALE. I will read it, because I ha·rn read it carefully: 
Cost of dressing or pinning lumber : There is an established price 

for planing and dressing Lumbel." in Wisconsin., Michigan, and Minne
sota. in use by all manufacturers. At the present prices of labor it is 
hardly enough to cover the actual eost. 

Then follows the list : 
Surfacing one or two sides. 50 cents per thousand feet. 
Dressing and matchlng, $1 per thousand feet. 
Resawing, • 1 per thousand feet. 
Dressing and matching and resawing, $2 per 1,000 feet. 
Planing mills in the cities that do custom work charge about double 

those prices. 
R. E. MACLEAN. 

He represents that very great industry, and I trespass upon 
the time of the Senator from New York to put this in, because 
it is in the line of the figures shown by him. 

l\fi;-. l\.IcCUl\IBER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. DO€s the Senator from New Yor k 

yield to tl'le Senator from North Dakota? 
1\fr. ROOT. Certainly. 
·11rr. McCIDIBEil. With the Senator's permission, I desire to 

say that what he has quoted there is not the cost of doing this 
work, but the price which is charged by a mill expecting to 
make a profit, of course, from the customer on any of the work 
done in those particular mills. There is a "Vast difference be
twe~n the eost of producing a thing or doing a thing and the 
price that is .charged for doing it. 

While I am on my te.et, I want to suggest to the Senator 
from Xew York that what his people are mostly interested in 
is the question of the differential. Now, bas the Senator ever 
thought that he might make the differential a little greater by 
reducing the tariff upon the rough lumber, instead of iricr ea.sing 
it upon the finished lumber, and that reducing it might give 
them the same differential? 

l\Ir. ROOT. Mr. President, I quite agree with the suggestion 
made by tbe Senator from North Dakota, that what interests 
this chain of lumber-dressing establishments is the differential, 
ancl that it i s of not so much eonsequence to them· what the rate 
upon rough lumber is~ because they aie now and probably will 
more :md more co:atmue to be dressing rough lumber that comes 
from Canada, 'brought down by th~ cheap freight rates on the 
Lakes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The point I wanted· to call to the atten
tion of the Senator is that while the bill as it came from the 
House has reduced already th€ cost of the rn w material in those 
mills one-half, it has not redueed, as I un-de-rstand, the differ
entials in the Dingley Act. 

l\Ir. ROOT. I so nnderstand. 
The Senator from North Dakota has given me two thoughts 

to work upon, a:nd I will take them up one at a tim:e. One 
was in his response to the Senator from Maine as to the figures 
the Senator from Maine gave with respect to the cost of dress
ing lumber, which the Senator f~om North Dakota suggests is 
the price charged by the planing mills for doing the work rather 
thau the actual cost of doing it. 

There came to me, among the many business men who were 
di turbed by rumors of a reduction of the differential and who 
a.nticipnted the necessity of transferring tileir business to Can
ada, a number who were importing the rough lumber and deal
ing in lumber. but having it dressed by other establishments. 
I found by e-xnmining them that the prices which they paid to 
o!11er establishments located in the same place ran along appre
ciably above the amount of the differential as arranged in the 
present Dingiey tariff. 

But, Mr. President, I happen to have at hand-
Mr. :NELSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senato1~ from .Minnesota? 
l\Ir. ROOT. Certainly. 
l\Ir. 1'."ELSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 

from New York to the fact that tne tables furnished us by the 
Finance Committee show that the average import price of rough 
lumber was $17.02 per thousand, while lumber planed on one 
side was $12.50 a thousand ; planed on two sides, $17.40 per 
thousand; plarn~d on one sid.e and tongued and grooved, $15.71 
per thousand, and planed on two sides and tongued and grooved, 
$17.26 per thousand. showing two classes of dressed lumber that 
are imported and' sold at less than the price of lumber not 
dressed. 
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l\Ir. ROOT. If the Senator from Minnesota will permit me 
to deal with that subject later, I will come to it in a very few 
minutes. The explanation of it rests in facts which have already 
been stated by the Senator from North Dakota in his former 
remarks on the subject. 

The second thing which I wish to say regarding the observa
tion of the Senator from North Dakota as to the price of dress
ing lumber is that I happen to have on my desk very good evi
dence that in making those charges for dressing lumber the 
lumbermen of our Lake cities are not making an unconscionable 
profit. I say I have here evidence-and I think it is the best 
kind of evidence it is possible to have-that this business does 
not, under the existing differential, make any more profit than 
it is reasonable that it should make and that it is necessary 
that it should make if it is to continue in prosperity. That evi
dence is contained in a letter from the secretary of this same 
association-the Amalgamated Woodworkers' International 
UI;lion. If there is anybody in the world who has an immediate 
interest to inquire into the profits a business establishment is 
making, it is the man whose wages are regulated by the possi-
bilities afforded by the profits. . 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. ~resident--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
l\Ir. ROOT. Certainly. 
l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. May I ask the Senator if he does not think 

that the books of the company itself would be better evidence of 
th~ profits and the cost in any particular line than the mere 
statement of the laborer who is doing the work? 

. Mr. ROOT. I think if we could have a master in chancerv 
take up the books and spend six months over them and ascertai.Il 
what was the basis of all the charges and credits, he might bring 
out a result which would be more satisfactory and trustworthy. 
Brit I do not think, situated as we are, with practically no oppor
tunity to scrutinize the system of bookkeeping, that the state
ments in the books are quite so valuable as the practical con
clusion reached by men who are trying to get their wages up 
as high as they can. 

The secretary of this international union writes in a letter 
written from Chicago the 5th of May of this year : 

On the 1st of last January, when a number of our contracts had ex
pired-

That is to say, the contracts between the union and the mill 
owners-

On the 1st of last January, when a number of our contracts had ex
pired, and in bringing up the question of new contracts for our em
ployees for the year, after a thorough discussion of conditions, the em
ployers showed us they could not possibly make us any further advances 
under present conditions. We are thoroughly familiar with the fact 
that if the extra ,.duty which -is added for dressed lumber is taken off, 
as practically all of the lumber shipped in here from Canada comes in 
the rough, allowing it to come in here dressed would necessarily take 
from our members just that amount of work. If the tariJI: on dressed 
lumber is retained, the lumber will continue to come here in the rough, 
giving to the members of our association the work of dressing it here. 

Owing to the fact that in most cases the cost of living and cost of 
supplies is much less in Canada than in this country, also that the 
planing mills in Canada are located largely in small towns where the 
cost of house r ent would be matelially less than it is in the large cities 
of the United States, like Milwaukee, Chicago, Detroit, Cleveland, 
Buffalo, and North Tonawanda, where at least 80 per cent of the plan
ing mills are located at which Canadian lumber is dressed when shipped 
into this · country, naturally Canada can dress lumber for some less 
cost than this country, and, in addition to that, in shipping lumber by 
cars from Canada she would get a great advantage for the reason that 
by dressing lumber. the weight is materially reduced. 

l\ir. President, that brings me to another element of differ
ence, and that is that the cost of handling lumber is entirely 
caused by the establishment of these great lumber yards and 
dressing mills at points on the south side of the Lakes, and that 
cost is almost entirely absent where planing mills are set up at 
the forests and take the rough lumber as it comes from the saw
mill. The cost of handling, of transporting, of storing, of piling, 
of assorting, of getting it from the vessel to the yard, from the 
yard to the mill, and from the mill to the car is estimated, by 
the gentlemen who have been bringing information to me upon 
the subject, at $2 a thousand. By carefully scrutinizing and 
comparing, my impression is that a dollar and a half a thousand 
is a fair and rea sonable statement of the additional cost which 
is imposed upon the American dressing mills in the cities I 
have enumerated over and above the cost of dre sing lumber in 
Canada, and that is in addition to the cost of the actual dress
ing, which is treated of in the letter which has been read from 
the desk. 

Now, let me say a word about the reason why dressed lumber 
can be brought into this country cheaper than rough lumber. It 
is the reason for the extraordinary figures read by the Senator 
from :Minnesota [l\fr. NELSON], and the fact was mentioned with 
bis customary fairness of statement by the Senator from North 
Dakota [1\Ir. l\fcCuMBER] the other day. It is that lumber is 

transported at a freight rate which is fixed by weight and that 
the dressing of lumber reduces the weight so that dressed lum
ber can be brought from Canadian points to the New York mar
ket at from $L16 a thousand feet to $1.47 a thousand feet less 
than the rough lumber can be brought. 

The differential in favor of dressed .lumber establh:;hed by 
the railroads in fixing their freight rate to balance off against 
the differential which we establish in this bill to protect and 
save our own American lumber yards is as follows: 

From Ottawa to New York, $1.16 a thousand; from Georgian 
Bay to New York, $1.41 a thousand; from Lakeville, Ontario, 
$1.25 a thousand; from Pembroke, Ontario, $1.34 a thousand; 
from Cache Bay, Ontario, $1.47 a thousand. 

Mr. President, as the basis of these differentials to which 
we apply the rule of protection under this bill, the elements of 
difference in the cost of conducting the business in this ·country 
as compared with the cost of conducting it from Canada, you 
have, first, the greater cost of the actual work of dressing as 
established by the men who do the dressing themselves. You 
have, second, the cost of maintaining the lumber yards nnd 
lumber mills near the great centers of population along the 
southern shores of the Lakes. You have, third, the obligation 
to pay taxes for the support of our governments, from which the 
Canadian mills will be f.lnd are relieved. You have, fourth, 
the cost of handling, which amounts in this item alone -to more 
than the tariff differential contained in the Dingley Act; and you 
have, fifth, th~ fact that the differential against the American 
mill owner and in favor of the Canadian mill owner in freight 
will amount to more than the average differential in the bilL 

Under those circumstances, Mr. President, I want to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fa.ct that these are no new inc.lus
tries built up to speculate upon the possibilities of the prott?Ctive 
ta riff. I have here a letter from the owner of planing mills in 
the city of Ogdensburg, on the St. Lawrence, who says, "I 
have conducted this business for fifty-three years." This great 
business was established as a necessity for the people of the 
United States to build up our country. These establishments 
furnished the outlet for the forests of the West. The thousands, 
.the tens of thousands of men who are now at work in these 
mills ask for nothing but such legislation as will make the 
possibility of continuing to conduct a busine s that was estab
lished long before the Dingley Act or the McKinley Act, l>efore 
the civil war, before the question of competition with Canada 
was heard of. For the necessity of some such protection I beg 
to ask the Senate to listen to the words of one of the leading 
mill owners of Ogdensburg, who states what I believe to be 
truly the condition of mind of the men who are conc.lucting 
these great business establishments. He says: 

There is not a doubt in my mind that we should have to abandon 
our plant in Ogdensburg if the proposed schedule-

That is a schedule which had been reported to reduce the 
differential-

There is not a doubt in my mind but that we should have to abandon 
our plant in Ogdensburg if the proposed schedule goes into effect, and 
other .mills, such as those at Newporti Vt.; Rouses Point, N. Y.; 
Burlington, Vt.; Tonawanda and Buffa o, N. Y.; and many others 
similarly situated would be compelled to do likewise. 

Personally, I have larger interests in Canada to-day than I have in 
the United States. I am a stockholder or a director in the following 
Canadian corporations : 

Clanedish Lumber Company, at Lakefield, Ontario. 
Tamagaml Lumber Company, at Callender, Ontario. 
Strong Lumber Company, at Toronto, Ontario. 
Campbell-McLaurin Company (Limited), Montreal, Quebec. 
Cache Bay Lumber Company, Cache Bay, Ontario. 
And I should be benefited if the duty was removed completely on 

both rough and dressed lumber, or even if it was cut in half on both 
rough and dressed lumber, but, Mr. Hill, we have 500 men in O~dens
burg, many of whom •with me have grown gray in the service of this 
company, and I can not see them turned out of employment without 
trying to help them. The times of the Wilson bill are so vividly impressed 
on my mind that I feel very deeply on the subject, and it is hard 
for me to see the philosophy of letting Canadians manufacture our 
lumber while our own men suffer in enforced idleness. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
l\Ir. ROOT. Certainly. 
Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Possibly I did not catch everything that 

was in that letter, but, as r understand the position of the 
writer, it is that he would be benefited by the reduction one
half and he would be further benefited if there was no duty 
whatever. I wish to ask the Senator how the owner could be 
benefited unless those in his employment would also be bene
fited. In other words, I can not quite understand how that 
which would injure the employee would be a benefit to the 
employer. 

Mr. ROOT. The Senator from North Dakota probably failed 
to observe what was said in the beginning of the extract that I 
read. It was that this gentleman has larger interests in Can-
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ada than he has in the United States, and he enumerated half 
a dozen Canadian companies in which he is interested. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state that I failed to hear that. 
Mr. ROOT. I think, Mr. President, that that is true in a 

great many cases. I think that many of the capitalists, who 
are owners of these establishments on our side of the border, 
have gone to Canada and have obtained possession of large 
lumber interests there, and that the real interest to be pro
tected here is the community that has grown up about every one 
of these establishments; and for the protection of those great 
industrial communities, that present as good a type of .American 
citizenship as can be found anywhere in the United States, I 
submit to the Senate that we may afford to give a differential 
upon dressed lumber that will amount to at least one-half as 
much protection as Canada gives to the men who are dressing 
lumber on her side of the border. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. HEYBURN. · Had the Senator finished? 
Mr. ROOT. I was intending to finish, but tl!e Senator from 

South Dakota asked leave to ask me a question. 
l\tr. HEYBURN. Of course, I am not desirous of gisplacing 

- the Senator from South Dakota. I gave notice on Saturday 
that I would resume my remarks this morning, but it is not 
material if the Senator from South Dakota wishes to ask a 
question. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I wish to ask only one question. 
Mr. HEYBURN. All right. . 
Mr. ORA WFORD. The remarks of the Senator from New 

York are directed ·almost entirely to the question of an additional 
differential. The question I desire to ask is what reason there 
is for serious apprehension· that some reduction · of the differ
ential shall be made when the present differential is practically 
prohibitive; that is, the importations of finished lumber under 
the present differential are very small compared with the im
portations of rough lumber. So it would seem to me that some 
reduction might be made which would not be ruinous, but would 
result in healthful competition. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, ·may I say two things in response 
to that question? One is that there is not an established busi
ness of dressing lumber to any general extent with which we 
have to compete in Canada. The thing we have to fear is the 
transfer of business or the building up of mills in Canada to 
supply our markets. The other point is that I am assuming 
the duty on rough lumber is going to be reduced by Congress, 
and of course that will be a reduction of the protection to 
dressed lumber as well as to rough lumber. The committee 
reports a fixed duty on rough lumber and a duty on dressed 
lumber, and the differential must be protection. 

Mr. HEYBU;rtN. Mr. President, I will informally take up 
the question that was just being discussed by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. RooT] and supplement it by a statement that is 
necessarily a part of the question. I suggested on a previous 
occasion that the cost of dressing lumber did not consist alone 
in labor or in the investment or in the items that have been 
enumerated. I communicated with a man who is · in· charge of 
the work of dressing lumber, who is responsible for its per
formance and knows the facts. He writes me under date of 
l\fay 12, in response to an inquiry which I made of him. After 
saying that on his return to his office he finds my letter on his 
desk, he proceeds : 

I have noted carefully what you say, and replying to same would 
say that we pay treight on the actual weight, a,nd not on estimates, 
but I want to go mto the matter a little further with you, in order to 
show you the loss we are to instead of the gain, in dressing lumber. 

While it is true that there is a gain in the dressing of lumber, that 
gain is not to us, but to the consumer, as we make prices f. o. b. here, 
with the freight added. 

Now, to start with, it does cost some labor to dress lumber, but that 
is only a small item in the expense of dressing lumber, for the waste 
that we have and the drop in grades is very much more important, 
and very much more costly by three or four times, than what the 
actual cost of dressing the lumber is. It would be a great advantage 
to the manufacturers of lumber if it could be shipped in the rough. 

When you take a dry board and surface it on two sides, if there is 
a knot in that board that is not absolutely tight and interwoven well 
into the fiber, it is sure to be knocked ont of the board, which will 
drop that board out of No. 1 common to No. 3. Now, the spread in 
price between those two grades is about $8 per 1,000, and the drop 
from No. 1 to No. 3 amounts to about 17 per cent. The drop between 
No. 2 common and No. 3 is greater than between No. 1 and No. 2, 
and will easily figure up 25 per cent. While the spread in price is 
only about $3 per 1,000, still you can see what an immense lc;ss there 
is in those two grades in dressing the lumber than in shipping it in 
the rough. You take matched lumber, which is dressed on four sides; 
the drop in grades would be almost twice as much as the lumber that 
was sl\"rfaced on two sides, and the spread in price would run between 
75 cents to $1 per 1,000 more than the lumber surfaced on two sides. 

I bring that in to supplement the items that were given by 
the Senator from New York. It will be seen that the necessity 

for compensating our lumber dealers upon dressed lumbe1; is 
not based alone upon the question of wages or freights. I sug
gested on a former occasion that the grade of the lumber is 
frequently changed by the mere fact of the disclosures made by 
dressing it. 

Mr. President, that goes to the question of differentials. I 
can not add much to what the Senator from New York has said 
upon that question, except that I carry on West the conditions 
and the arguments to be deduced from the conditions. The 
difference between the rough lumber and the dressed material 
west of the Rocky Mountains is greater than it is in the East. 
The conclusion of the Senator from New York is well founded, 
based upon the conditions existing along the St. Lawrence and 
the Great Lakes, but in the Pacific lumber regions every item 
enumerated by the Senator from New York is emphasized be
cause of more expensive conditions as to labor, as to transpor
tation, and as to stumpage. 

Open an account on a thousand feet of lumber in Idaho and 
you have these items. It takes the labor of three and a half 
men to produce a thousand feet of lumber in a da~. I have 
that from those who produce the lumber. I have it from actual 
pay rolls and actual names . . It is not the estimate of some 
bureau nor of some theorists. That makes each thousand feet 
of lumber cost $9.30 in wages-that is, at the saw. 

The stumpage in our country_ costs at a minim~m $4 per 
thousand. The average freight on the lumber cut in Idaho to 
the place of use is $12.50. I have that from a table about 
which there can be no controversy. I have taken the freights 
that were actually paid to the average points of shipment. So 
I have that thousand feet of lumber charged up with $25.80 
without counting anything for the use of money which repre
Eents the investment in the mills and in the timber. 

I was asked recently the average price of lumber in Idaho. 
I stated that it was about $20 to $22 a thousand. I was then 
asked how we could pay $25 and sell it for $22. I am not at 
all surprised at that inquiry, because it would seem to come 
naturally. Our lumber is about two-fifths first grade and 
three-fifths lower grade. What we lose on the lower grades 
we make up on the high grades, because we have a great deal 
of lumber that is worth twice $20 a thousand. We have none 
that is worth less than $16 a thousand. The high grades make 
up the deficiency that would seem to exist between the cost of 
producing it and the price at which it is sold. In the white
pine forests in our State I think you may say that-.. the timber 
that is being cut and has been cut for the last few years will 
average five cuts of commercial timber to the tree, 16 feet in 
length. Sixteen feet is the standard of length in our country. 
Of course, it is cut of all lengths. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Idaho yield 

to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Another question that would naturally 

arise to one not acquainted with the lumber business is why 
certain grades of lumber should be continually sold for less 
than the cost and the difference be made up on the higher 
grades. In other words, why could not the higher grades be 
sold for a little less and the lower grades be. also sold for a 
profit? That is a question that would naturally arise at least 
in behalf of the consuming trade. What is there in the lum
ber conditions that requires any part of the product continu
ously to be sold at less than its cost? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The answer is obvious. No m~m, intelli
gent and thrifty, wants to engage in the cutting of trees under 
conditions which will involve leaving two-thirds of the tree 
lying on the ground unused. .All business is made up on the 
basis of averages. There is no commercial business in the 
world that makes a profit on every item that constitutes the 
business. That is equally applicable to lumber. The tree 
must be cut down, and when you cut the first cut of it you 
cut all of it. You can not cut down a part of a tree. The 
tree being down, the question is, How are you going to realize 
the best- advantage from that tree? We will say that it will 
cut lumber for 80 feet of its length. That divides it into 
five 16-foot cuts, and I use that because it is a common decimal. 
You take the first two cuts and you are apt to have clear 
lumber out of them that will sell away above the price that 
I have mentioned. The other three will cut lumber that must 
be disposed of according to the condition in which you find it 
when it comes from the saw. It may be Yery knotty or not 
very knotty ; some of one grade and some of another. It is 
l'un through the saw, and the sorting takes place as it is borne 
from the saw. The clear lumber goes into piles by itself and 
the knotty lumber is put into other piles. The profits must 
be based upon a calculation of averages upon that tree. 
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Now, our lumber scale is white pine, about two and one-half 
to six million feet to the quarter section ; that is, to the farm. 
They do not count the cedar ; they do not count the spruce, 
nor the larch, nor other woods. They only cormt the white 
pine in estimating the value of the timber. It is always safe to 
say that the other timbers of value are probably as 3 to 5. 
The average "Varies. 

I ha >e found myself asking the question of the Sena tor from 
North Dakota, in my mind, frequently since I listened to his 
remarks, as to whether or not, .ha\ing exhausted the timber of 
Canada in twenty years-which, I believe, is the llmit given it
we would not be compelled to resort to our own timber at the 
"elld of that time. I have never heard the Senator suggest the 
condition that would exist after we had exhausted Canada's 
timber; and yet it seem to me that it must inevitably present 
itself to us, I hope within the generation ·of the Sena tor from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. GALLINGER . .M:r. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Selliltor from Idaho yield 

to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator where he gets 

his statistics that lead him to suggest that Callildian timber 
will last twenty years? It is conceded that Canada .has not 
more than one-third of the timber the United States has; and 
it has been contended here that our supply, if we get nothing 
from abroad, will not last more than from twenty to thirty 
years. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Those are not statistics. I would not dig
nify those by calling them "statistics." I should have to in
vent a new name for that kind of prophecy; but I merely say, 
taking the statement as it is given, that we are to shut '()ff the 
use of our timber and resort to the use of Canada's timber and 
exhaust it, and learn those poor wretches up there to freeze or 
to live in tents. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Yes; but, Mr. President, what I meant to 
suggest to the Senator was that whether they are statistics or 
guesses-of course they are guesses rather than statistics-no 
-one has yet suggested that .Canada's lumber would last twenty 
years. 

.Mr. HEYBURN. I know; but I did not want to present the 
picture in its full horrors, you know. I wanted to put it 
mildly, and not to send out a message that would bring terror to 
the hearts of the Canadians at all. 

Mr. President, assuming that within twenty years <>ur present 
rate of the use of timber would exhaust the Canadian supply, 
then the Canadians will have to <iome down here to get timber. 
It would promote immigration from the north. They would be 
compelled to come down here and help us eat up our timber. 

0, Mr. President, the whole picture that is drawn resolves 
itself into such a concrete mass of absurdity that no reasonable 
discussion can be based upon it. .All that you can do is to hold 
it up and say -: "Look at that picture!" That is all. 

Mr. President, there is no more probability of exhausting the 
timber of this country or of Canada within any period that 
can be fixed by any person outside of an insane asylum than 
there is that air will be exhausted or vitiated. I have heard 
such prophecie..~ I went over and attended a meeting in the 
Congressional Library building here during the last session 
of Congress, and I heard a man stand up there and prophecy 
evil because of 1:he escape of gases from the surface of the 
earth. He had it charted and r;ilatted and calculated, and he 
could tell you how the great supply of gases within the earth · 
was being exhausted, as though it had commenced yesterday 
and he had discovered the leak, when, as a matter of fact, the 
conditions that he was picturing had been going on since the 
dawn of creation. 

So it is true in regard to lumber and prophecies of the ex
haustion of lumber. Trees grow, and always have grown. So 
we may drop out that question, and bring the question of area
sonable tariff upon lumber down to existing conditions, based 
upon the assumption that the conditions are going to exist. 
What element of nature has ever been exhausted in this world? 
Can any Senator n.ame one? There are a number of them, 
an essential part of creation itself, upon which human life has 
depended. What one has been exhausted? What one has given 
any reasonable evidence of bein.g exhausted? Have we just 
reached some period in the world's history that indicates the 
fading out of this great globe and the destruction of the human 
race? Such arguments are useful only for the purpose of di
verting the minds of those who are called upon to consider 
them. The real issue, the question here is : Shall the people 
of the United States control the lumber industry, .or shall it be 
controlled by the Canadians, who are not a pa.rt either of the 
Go1ernment or of the great human sympathy that constitutes 

our Nation? There are two sides to the Nation; there is the 
cold-blooded legal country, or nation; and then there is a sym
pathetic and patriotic nation. It is the last that protects the 
first. 

Mr. President, our annual output of the Pacific slope, as I 
said the other day, is two thousand million feet. Are we going 
to bring that to an end and stop producing it? To what ex
tent? How much would the Senator from North Dakota have 
us produce? A half, and send half of the wages to some other 
cotmtry? A quarter, and send only a quarter? Injure our peo
ple a little, or destroy them altogether? Where is the line to 
be drawn? At present we have a rate of duty that barely giV"es 
us the turn of the balance in our faT'or. The wages that men 
are receiving in the woods and in the mills are not claimed to 
be ex:orbitaJ:it. are they? Does anyone claim that the wages 
should be cut? If so, how much? Would you cut the wages 
of the men who work in the mills and in the forests? 

I should like to buve some statement. Is there any man bold 
enough in public or in private life to propose, without the exist
ence of any extraordinary conditions, that you shall dock the 
wages of the lumbermen -at all, or propose a rate to which you 
shall cut them? I think not. Is there anyone here so unac
quainted with business methods as to suppose that you can com
pel men to continue to empl<>"y wage-earners against their will or 
upon a basis of profit fixed by law? Does anyone dare to intro
duce a measure here limiting the profits that a sawmill owner 
.shall make, that the wholesale deale1· shall make, that the retail 
dealer shall make, or to :fix a price that the consumer shall 
pay? If you can not, if you dare not, propose that, then where 
are you going to fix the line? Is it somewhere in the indefinite 
cry of "i"educe the ta.riff "-somewhere up in the air or down 
under the ground-or can you give figures for it, and say, "You 
shall sell your lumber for so much a thousand, you shall -pay 
so much a thousand for stumpage, you shall pay so mucll a 
sack for .flour, and you shall pay so much a day for wages? " 
Does anyone want to see this Government on that basis? Is 
there anyone here who can tell where to apply the knife to cut 
away what he claims to be the superabundant private benent? 
Where will you do it? In the price of stumpage? You can not 
compel any man to sell it. In the price of labor to the man 
who cuts the tree? He will make his terms with you Qr he will 
quit work. In the profit of the mill? The mill will shut down, 
like the great Lewis mill in our country is shut down and stand
ing idle to-day, and another one as great on Puget Sound, with 
boards nailed over the windows. 

Mr. President, I am not making these remarks to go out to 
the country. The circulation of the OoNGBESSIONAL RECORD is 
not great enough to reach to all corners of the country. The 
daily press does not appreciate the importance of public ques
tions to that extent which tempts them to send out the discus
sion of this question. I prefer to talk to the Senators who are 
to consider and vote upon this measure, and I ·suggest that 
there is not a quorum -0f them present. 

The VIOE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho suggests 
the absence of a quorum, and the Secretary will call the roll. · 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an
swered to their names : 
Aldrich Crane Gore Overman 
Bacon Crawford Guggenheim Page 
Bailey Cullom Hale Penrose 
Beveridge Cummins Heyburn Perkins 
Borah Curtis Hughes Piles 
Bradley Daniel Johnson,N. Dak. Ra~er 
Brandegee Depew Johnston, Ala. Root 
Bri"'""S Dick Jones Scott 
Bri~w Dillinghnm Kean Shively 
Brown Dolliver La Follette Simmons 
Burkett du Pont Lodge Smith, Md. 
Burrows Elkins Mccumber Smith, S. C. 
Burton Flint Martin Smoot 

g~~berlain ~~~T~r ~~~~~ ~~1~~~f:~~ 
Clapp ll'rye · Newlands Taliaferro 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Nixon Tillman 
Clay Gnmble Oliver Wetmore 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-two Senators have an
swered to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is presoo.t 

l\!r. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I was asking some questions, 
and there was no Senator present who seemed inclined or able 
to answer them. I thought, perhaps, with a larger attendance 
I might get an answer to the question as to what per cent of the 
$120,000,000 in wages paid in the lumber industry in this coun
try you ·propose to eliminate, because the amendment to which 
the discussion is now directed certainly does propose to eliminate 
som~ part or all of it. I want to lmow whether you are going to 
take it off of the per diem oc eliminate the individual factor 
in it. 

I also inquired, in the -absence of some of you, how many of 
these mills, 'RD.d which ones, you were going to silence? Were 
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you going to silence the mills on the Pacific slope or the mills 
in the South or the mills in the North? The proposition will 
silence them, some or all; and I should like some one who 
stands sponsor for this measure to suggest how much of the 
wages paid are to be transferred to the Canadian mills and 
how much are to be retained, because the merchants in this 
country and the farmers in this country have· got to adjust 
their next year's business to the conditions that will confront 
them, and if, instead of payi.rig $120,000,000 in wages, you are 
only going to pay $50,000,000, they have got to reduce their busi
ness and their stock and their hopes, and they will reduce their 
bank account. If you are going to run a thousand mills, in
stead of three thousand, the men who have the money invested 
in those mills will be interested to know if they are among 
those to be eliminated from the field of active industry. 

If you do not answer these questions here, you will have to 
answer them when the election day comes around and you 
want to hold up to the people the fruits of the Republican party 
and its methods of government. 

I have been going up and down this cciunh-y for thirty-six 
years, telling the people as the elections came around that the 
Republican party stood for protection, and for a measure of 
protection that would keep the foreigner out of the fields of 
competition. If $2 will keep him out, it does not follow that 
a tariff of a dollar and a half will do it. If you are voting 
for a dollar and a half, or going to, because you simply want 
to make a reduction without calculating ·the basis upon which 
you make it, you will afford no protection ; and less than pro
tection is as bad as none, not only in lumber but in every other 
field. • 

The Republican party objected to the horizontal cutting down 
of the tariff because it must inevitably in many schedules 
cut below protection. A duty of $4 is of no value at all if it 
takes $4.25 to constitute protection. Just dare go back to the 
American people, after the support they gave you last fall, and 
tell them that you have abandoned the principle of protection 
and have adopted the principle of compromise or something 
cls~ · 

l\lr. President, the farmer will be inquiring "where is the 
market for my ·produce, the market that I had last year in the 
hundred thousand camps of men who were engaged iu the lum
ber trade? " The lumber industry is the second largest item in 
the farmers' market, and when he asks " Where is this market 
that I had on election day?" and you say to him, as you must 
if you do this thing: "Why, those people are not at present 
engaged in any employment; they have no reserve with which 
to buy your products, and you will have to either carry them 
over or not produce them." He will respond: "I sowed this field 
of wheat, I planted these crops under the promise of the Repub
lican party that it would maintain the col\ditions that would 
insure me a market." Then, what will you say? "Well, we 
only reduced the duty slightly; we only shut off your prosperity 
a little." You might as well be choking a man, and, merely be
cause you do not choke him to death, excuse yourself for par
tially choking him because you do not completely do it. 

.Mr. President, I feel that the hour has come when those in 
this Chamber who stand for the principles of the Republican 
party, and not for experiments, have got to stand up and speak 
up for the Republican party and its principles. 

A few months ago a great wail came up from off in the dark
ness and the dust of discontent, which always exists in the 
minds of the minority. Probably some one may have said, 
"What is that great clamor; what is all that noise about?" 
" Why, it i,'3 the shout of the people for a revision of the tariff." 
We11, they did not stop to inquire what people or what element 
of the people. Some one said, " It is a cry of the people; " and a 
few Republicans, then in temporary control, got scared; but 
those who had fought in the ranks of protection and Repub
licanism knew and told them that that cry came from the dis
contented Democracy, not discontented because the conditions 
of the country were not prosperous, but discontented because 
they were not in power and in office; and they were trying to 
scare the Republican party so that it would take to the woods 
and abandon Republican principles; and I saw then that the 
cause of that fear and dread, while it may seem harsh to say 
it, was that the offices seemed to be slipping from them. But I 
have been a good while in politics, and I think I may safely say 
that that c1-y found its echo first in the minds of those who were 
afraid that the Republican party was not strong enough or 
strongly enough inclined to keep them in office or to put them 
there; but the old stalwart wing of the Republican party--

Mr. BORAH. l\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\lr. DOLLIVER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Idaho yield to his colleague? 
l\fr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to be placed in the position o~ 
delaying the proceedings here, but I thmk this measure is im
portant enough so that if we are to consider it at all, we ought 
to consider it all together, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho sug
.gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sena tors 
answered to their names : · 
Aldrich Clay Gallinger Overman 
Bailey Crawford Gamble Page 
Bankhead Culberson Gore Penrose 
Beveridge Cullom Hale Perkins 
Borah Cummins Heyburn Piles 
Bradley Curtis Hughes Root 
Brandegee Daniel Johnston, Ala. Scott 
Briggs Depew Jones Shively· 
Bristow Dick Kean Simm one 
Brown Dillingham La Follette Smith, S. C. 
Burkett Dolliver · · Mccumber Smoot 
Burnham du Pont McEnery Stephenson 
Burrows Elkins Martin Sutherland 
Burton Flint Nelson Taliaferro 
Carter Foster New lands Tillman 
Clapp Frazier Nixon Warner 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Oliver Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-eight Senators have re
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Idaho "\Vill proceed. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, when the absence of a quo
rum was suggested, I had started to say that the stalwart wing 
of the Republican party stands for no partial measures, stands 
for nothing less than protection that protects, stands for noth
ing less than a discriminating tariff that shuts the forei~er 
out of our market so long as our own people can supply it ; 
and at Chicago, when that fear and fright came over those who 
were making the platform and caused them to promise, in the 
hour of their fright, that they would be good according to 
Democratic principles and the Populist cry, and said: "Oh, 
yes; do not strike us; let us have the power; we will call a 
special session even ; we will do anything ; we will promise you 
to revise the tariff "-and some of them have gone so far as to 
say that they promised to revise it downward-the Republican 
party was not all at that convention. 

The stalwart Republican sentiment took up the banner that 
was unfurled by that convention, and carried it forward 
throughout this country to victory; not upon the promise that 
they would abandon Republican principles, but upon the prom
ise that they would keep their pledges according to the faith 
and the measure of Republican principles. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President--
'.rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
1Hr. HEYBURN. I do. 
l\Ir. CLAPP. I simply want to ask the Senator now whether 

he wants hereafter to recall the suggestion that the promise in 
the platform was made through a sense of fear. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. l\Ir. President, I have had that celluloid 
question asked me about forty times, and I have answered it in 
my own way. I understand the question to be in substance, Do 
I intend to stand for the Republican platform? 

l\lr. CLAPP. No; I do not mean any such thing. 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. Then I will be. glad to hear the Senator's 

statement of it. 
Mr. CLAPP. Nor do I ask now for the Senator's interpreta-

. tion of that platform; but I ask him now, and call his attention 
to it, whether he wants hereafter to recall the suggestion that 
that promise was put in the platform from a sense of fear by 
the men in control of that convention. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not care, Mr. President; I am not 
afraid of ghosts-- -

.Mr. CLAPP. Very well. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do not care where I meet a statement 

of mine, in the day or in the :q.ight, or where or I meet it, if I 
have made the statement. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I hardly think that would bear 
analysis. The other day, in the heat of debate, the Senator did 
make the statement which, wl::en it was challenged, he claimed 
the right in a measure at least to modify--

1\lr. HEYBURN. The Senator is mistaken. about that. 
Mr. CLAPP. Now, if he means to stand by the proposition 

that that was ·put into that platform by the party managers 
from a sense of fear, I want him to realize it, because that is 
in the last analysis preeisely what was meant by the statement. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Fear of what? 
Mr. CL.A.PP. I do not know or care. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Very well, now; I will repeat my language 

as I used it, not as the Senator quoted it. I said: "Fear that 
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they would n{)t get nominations, -0r that they would lose office. 
Whoever were responsible for it were either there, or 'Supporting 
men who felt that way. ' Is tbat plain -enough? 

:Mr. CLAPP. I will discuss t'he -question later. 
l\fr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President--
Th~ PRESIDING -OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senat-0r from Wyoming? 
'.l'tfr. HEYBURN. I 'do. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The inatter has b-een brought up 

several times as to the verdict .of the people upon the revision of 
the tariff. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Idaho, 
if the verdict in the last election was not a verdict, that the 
tariff should be revised :according to the Republican system af 
protection, rather than revised according to the Democratic 
system o! a tariff '.for revenue only. 

.Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, Mr. President; and the verdict was 
something more. The verdict of the American people was " We 
will trust the Republican party ; we will trust it according to 
the measure o! its wisdom, in convention .or- out, and we kn.ow 
that when it ·comes to act responsibly, it bas always given us 
good results; <H and had the people in the convention promised 
other things m that platform, only a fraction of the Republiean 
party was there, and the people knew ,the RepnbUcan ,party 
well enough to know that even thougll, 1na.dverten:tly1 it .might 
make expressions that sounded badly, it could be trusted 1n the 
hour of its xesponsibillty. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the .Senator from Idaho 

_yield to th~ Senator from .lllinnesota? 
.Mr. HEYBURN. Y.es. 
Ur. CLAPP. I want to remind the ;Senator that before this 

thing is through he will be confronted by the proposition that 
the people trusted the Republican party with a promise which, 
. according to the Senator's .own statement, was made fiom a 
sense -0f fear. 

Mz-.. HEYBURN. .I ·beg pru:don. I was interrupted by a col
league, and <lid not hear the .Senator's remark. 

l\1r. TILLMAN. Will the :Senator .allow me to ask him .a 
question? · 

The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Does the ·senator from Idaho 
,yield to the Senator from South ·Caronna'? · 

Mr4 HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr4 'TILLMAN. In this happy fami~y which we find ·on that 

side of the Chamber, we discover that those people who have 
timber which they want to cut and manufacture into 1umber 
are clamoring for a tariff, while those w'.ho 1ive on the prairies 
and in the States where the 'timber is exhausted are clamoring 
for free lumber. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not find it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I find it; and I think ·the :Senator 

will find it before he gets through. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do not find it. 
Mt TILLMAN. What is the matter with ·our friend -from 

.North Dakota [Mr. McOuMEEB]? Is it not because North Da
lrnt.a bas no trees? 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. I think I will not become personal in regard 
to the Senator from North Dakota, because I can refer to my 
own State. More than llalf of it' is no-t forest, but plains and 
valleys. 

Mr. TILL1\IA..i.~. I know that, ·but 1 ·am speaking about those 
States where they .have no trees at all, practically. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. I think I will leaye the Senator from 
North Dakota to make his own case. I .am not here to attack 
him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not ·attacking him. I am just asking 
the Senator to explain the inconsistency in the Republican camp. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The fact is, I am ilolding ·the floor for -a few 
minutes, at least--

Mr. TILLMAN. It is really an antagonism -0f personal and 
local interests. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Mr. President, I have seen some evi
dence of that in the votes and action of other Senators besides 
those referred to. I am holding the 'floor, for the few minutes 
that I shall occupy it here, to express myself upon the question, 
What is the protection to which the Republican party is pledged! 
It is not to protect the individual who happens to be in a posi
tion to protect himself. It is protection that is universal in its 
application. It is not a local question, as has been said. It is 
a general princ~ple, with 1ocal application, and that is true of 
:every law that we have passed. 

I b.-now the vote that is to be taken · is merely as to whether 
or not there shall be any duty on lumber, but I claim the privi
lege of occupying the attention of the Senate for a reasonable 
-time upon these questions which seem to me important; and I 
nrake these remarks in ·order to recall to the minds of 'Senators 

the faet that because we are asked at this time-to vote between 
free trade and protection there is behind it' all, and there will 
'be behind it within a few 'hours, the question What measure of 
:duty will afford protection? It is my intention, so far as I 
may, to speak and vote for the retention of the existing duty on 
lumber. 'The people in that part of the United States who are 
most interested in it 'demand it. Even though at this time it 
is merely a vote as to whether it shall be free trade or some 
duty yet to be fixed, .I have thought fit to present these ideas. 
I ·did not do it to attack the Republican party. I did it to sound 
the bugle call to bring real Republicans to the front-men who 
.are Republicans ft•om principle, ·always R-epublicans, nn.d nre 
never found 'fighting under any other banner. 

Mr. President, I will defer .any furthe1· remarks until this mat
ter shall come before the Senate on a question as to what duties 
shall be levied upon lumber and the products of it. 

'.Mr. BURKETT. l\fr. President, . before the amendment of 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCm.rnER] is .PUt to 
the Senate .for a vote, I desire to submit a few remarks in 
support of 1-t I lla-ve listened with a good deal of interest to 
the addresses which have been made on "this subject for the 
1ast two or three weeks, and had 1 had opportunity earlier in 
the session I :should nave made more extended remarks upon 
this subject than I shall now. I am gol.ng to promise to the 
'Chairman of the committee, who I 'know is mixious to get a 
:vote, that I w111 not detain the 'Senate more than a few minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope Ule 'Senator will withdraw that 
suggestion. • 

Mr. SCO~ The Senator from .Nebraska does not want to 
speak to empty benches. 

Ji.fr. BURKETT. Do not make the suggestion . 
.Mr. SOOTr. I wilhdraw it. 
Mr. BURKETT. ln. .my opinion, there is a ,quorum here. 

I -would rathe.r have the ·quorum that is here than to try to 
,get some one else who would not stay. 

Mr. President, while I Ustened to the Senator i;rom .Idaho 
[Mr. HEYBURN] to-day .complaining of the .attempt of some 
of us to place this article an the free list, [ . looked <0ver the 
free list, and I found that lthat list has not been made according 
to the theory the Sena tor .from Idaho suggested. 

I find, if l can x~ad the :free list a.right, that 1t is not made 
u,p according :ro any particular theory, but .according to the 
exigendie.s of .each particular case .and the emergencies M. the 
-occasion. I .find a good .many things on the free list that come 
into competition with things that are manufactured .and ·.pro
duced here. I wish al-so to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that even in this bill the commlttee have pJaced on the 
free list .'.fence po~s and kindling wood, which .are v.ery impor· 
ta.nt items of :lumber product1on. 

I find .also on the free il.ist-and it bas been there for a good 
many 3"ears-binding twine. We all 'know it comes into compe. 
titioll with our manufactures, and, in fact, .bas driven them out. 
But it .has been because the Oongress at some time have :believed 
that it was for the best interest of the greater number that 
.binding twine should be placed upon the free list rather than to 
protect a factory or two here or there which might be interested 
in manufacturing it. 

· I also listened to the remarks of the Senator from New York 
IMr. RooT] this morning, pleading for some local industries up 
in his State, and I realize their importance to the particular 
towns that the Senator from New York suggested. But while 
:the Senator from New York w.as speaking upon the importance 
to those towns and to the men who were employed in thc:·e 
factories of .havlng the rough lumber brought into Ameriea and 
bere planed and dressed~ 1 toOk out our ·book of imports and I 
found how insignificant, after all, was that little planing-mill 
industry to the great 1umber industry of the country which we 
a.re considering in this bill. 

I call attention to these facts, beca:use in making a tariff bill 
we must consider the best interests of the .greate;:;t number of 
people of this country. In my opinion it is of more importance 
to the people, it will build up more industries, and it will enable 
the people to support more industries, if they can have their 
lumber cheaper. 

As I listened to the remarks of the Senator from W.a.shington 
[Mr. Prr.Es] a 'few days ago-

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

Nebraska yie1d to the Senator from Ida'ho? 
Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. BORAH. Would it inconvenience the 'Senator to state 

what industries it would start to take the duty off of lumber? 
l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. It would build homes. 
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l\Ii". BURKETT. I will say that I might not be able offhand 

to give a great number of industries which might be started. It 
would suffice nothing if I did. In making a general statement 
one may not always be prepared to particularize. But I do 
undertake to say that there are many articles on the dutiable 
list of this bill, where, if they could be admitted at better rates, 
more favorable rates, · other factories would be started. Of 
course it may not always be advisable to do it. Free iron ore 
would start some iron factories. Of course, as has been sug
gested to me, we could at least perhaps build more homes if we 
would bring in more lumber. 

l\fr. BORAH. That is a generalization. There ought to be 
some facts submitted to support it 

:Mr. BURKETT. Of course, I realize that it has been com
bated all the way through here that reducing the tariff would 
make cheaper lumber, and yet we have had on the free list for 
a long time logs. Why was that? Now, they propose, as I 
under tand, to reduce the tariff on rough lumber. I am one of 
those who believe that by putting lumber on the free list it will 
reduce the price of lumber to the consumers in this country, 
and if it does not, I am here to ask the quest ion which I asked 
the Senator from Washington several days ago, when he was 
making his speech: If it will not reduce the price of lumber, 
why are the people representing those States wherein the lum
ber is located so much concerned about the proposition to re
duce the tariff? 

l\fr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield further t.o the Senator from Idaho? 
J'iir. BURKETT. I do. 
Mr. BORAH. The people of the Northwest are concerned for 

the reason that they would not get the price. The price would 
not be reduced, but it would be paid to Canadian manufacturers 
instead of American manufacturers. 

Mr. BURKETT. Of course, that is only an assertion. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING . OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Ur. B URKETT. I do. 
l\lr. NELSON. I desire to say to the Senator from Idaho 

that the price would be reduced, and it would not be reduced 
for the benefit of the Canadians. Our lumber manufacturers 
import Jogs from Canada and saw them in this country. They 
get them in free of duty, and they sell that lumber to us at 
just the same price that they ask for lumber made from our 
own logs. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator will permit me for just a 
moment--

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. BORAH. The Canadian manufacturer has been shipping 

lumber into this country for the last seven or eight years, and 
has had the advantage of $7 or $8 a thousand, but he has been 
selling it to the American consumer for the same price that 
the American manufacturer has; and it is not fair to presume 
that he would cease to have that same ambition to put the 
money in his pocket if he had $2 more advantage of the 
situation. 

l\fr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield? 
l\Ir. BURKETT. Certainly. 
l\fr. NELSON. I wish to tell the Senator from Idaho that 

on the northern boundary of our State there are mills that 
make a business of sawing our lumber and shipping it to Win
nipeg and selling it in competition with Canadian lumber. The 
large share of the lumber sold in the city of Winnipeg_, the 
metropolis of western Canada, is lumber made in the State of 
Minnesota. 

l\Ir. BORAH. I am not concerned about what the man in 
Canada gets his manufactured lumber for. But the Senator 
fails to sustain his position that the American consumer will 
get it any cheaper. That is the only man about whom I am 
concerned. 

Mr. NELSON. If he shall not get it any cheaper, what effect 
would the removal of the duty have? 

Mr. BORAH. The duty keeps the operation on this side of 
the line instead of on the other side of the line. 

l\Ir. SCOT'.r. l\fr. President_, I suggest the enforcement of 
the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what rule does the Senator 
from West Virginia refer? 

l\fr. SCOTT. The rule that Senators shall address the Chair 
and get the permission of the Senator entitled to the floor before 
interrupting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
had yielded to interruptions, as the· Chair understood it. 

Mr. BURKETT. I had yielded. 

I have risen particularly to-day, I will say, to impress upon the 
Senate-and it is along the line I have tried to suggest a time 
or two heretofore-that in making this bill of 1909 we ought at 
least to bring it up to 1909. When I asked a question of the 
committee the other day as to why a certain rate was made, it 
was suggested that it was in the Dingley Act, and I insisted that 
that was not answer enough to satisfy me. Conditions might 
have justified the Dingley rates ten years ago that do not now 
exist. And in making a bill to-day, it seems to me, we ought to 
consider conditions as they exist to-day. 

For example, logs are on the free list. We stopped bringing 
logs into this country long, long ago in any important quan
tity. Long ago the logs that could be cut and floated down into 
this country-and that is the only means of transportation that 
is practicable to bring them in here-were cleared away, and 
logs on the free list have not. been of any consequence to the 
people for a good many years. A little later on--

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. _President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatnr from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. BURKETT. I do. 
Mr. ELKINS. The importation of 782,000,000 feet of lumber 

for which we paid $15,000,000, American money, did not seem 
to affect the price one way or the other. The importation was 
at the rate of · $19 a thousand, and that was the price in this 
country and it was maintained. 

Mr. BURKETT. The importation of what-logs? 
l\Ir. ELKINS. No; lumber. 
l\Ir. BURKETT. Oh! 
Mr. ELKINS. Rough lumber came into this country at $19 a 

thousand feet, and that was the market price. 
l\Ir. BURKETT. Yes. 
Mr. ELKINS. They paid the duty and must have made some 

money, or they would not have shipped it in. 
.Mr. BURKETT. Very little came in. 
Mr. ELKINS. It did not reduce the Canadian importations 

of it, for which we paid $15,000,000. It did not reduce the price 
of lumber. 

l\Ir. BURKETT. A very small percentage of what we use, as 
I stated a moment ago, and it cuts very little figure in the 
priee. We hav·e now gotten way beyond the proposition of rough 
lumber. 

Mr. ELKINS. I hope the Senator will vote for a duty on 
rough lumber. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will vote to reduce it on rough lumber 
and finished, too, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. On the rough lumber it is just as the Senator 
stated. He admits that it did not change the price. Why pay 
out this $15,000,000 of :A.merican money, good money, and take 
it away from the employment of thousands of people and pros
trate American industries by giving up the $15,000,000 when 
the price rud not go down? The price was $19 a thousand. You 
may look at all the statistics you want on the subject. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, as I was about saying, when 
we put logs on the free list, and that was a good many years 
ago, it might have been possible to float them down the river, 
but conditions ha-re changed since that time. By and by, instead 
of being able to float the logs down the river, when the timber 
got farther back from the streams, they had to manufacture 
it to meet the requirements of the transportation facilities. It 
was quite natural under the protective theory that the rate on 
.finished lumber should be higher than on rough lumber. But 
to-day we have gotten as far away from the rough-lumber 
proposition as we are from the Jog proposition. There is scarcely 
any such thing as rough lumber any more. The dealers do not 
handle it, and the manufacturers finish it on one or more sides. 

You can not buy a stick of rough lumber to-day in the retail 
yards of the Mississippi Valley, and that condition has pre
vailed for ten years. Why? Because the lumber manufac
turers have found that it is more profitable to handle finished 
lumber than rough lumber. They ha1e found that they save 
more in freight rates than it costs to finish it. So when you 
reduce the rate on rough lumber and leave a differential on. 
finished lumber you are begging the entire question, because the 
rough lumber is not of any importance in the lumber contro
versy aside fr-0m a few locali. ties Eke those the Sena tor from 
New York spoke of a few moments ago. There is no use re
ducing the tariff on rough lumber when nobody uses it or can 
buy it. If you want to bring the bill up to 1909 include in your 
reductions finished lumber-the kind we are now using. 

In my opinion this dlfferential on .finished lumber is simply 
a humbug. Very plainly speaking, it is a travesty upon the 
entire proposition. If we are going to reduce the tariff till any 
sort of lumbe.r1 let us reduce it upon the kind of lumber we are 
consuming in this country. 
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The two great propositions that the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. PILES] raised in his remarks the other day have 
been carried through this entire debate by those who insist on 
keeping up this tariff. They are the only arguments that I 
haye heard made in favor of the present schedules. The first 
was the cheap lumber waste bugaboo, and the second was the 
cheap labor competition that he says this country has to meet. 

If I have been able to read the evidence contained in these . 
hearings right, the men who are interested in this matter 
of a tariff on lumber are the men who own the stumpage in thi 
country. As I stated the other day, the men who have ap
peared before the committee advocating a high tariff on lumber 
have mostly been stumpage owners. I believe I asked the 
Senator from Washington if that was not .a fact. 

l\fr. PILES. Mr. President--
Mr. BURKETT. Perhaps I can anticipate the Senator's re

ply. He said that the State of Washington was a large timber 
owner also. Was that the question he was going to suggest? 

Mr. PILES. I did not quite understand what the Senator 
said. I understood the Senator to say he asked me some 
question which I did not answer, and which has not yet been 
answered. I did not understand what the question was. I 
did not hear the Senator plainly. The Senator can tell me 
just what the question was. I did not hear him. 

1\Ir. BUilKE'l'T. I asked the Senator from Washington the 
que tion whether or not it was not entirely a stumpage propo
sition in this country. 

Mr. PILES. That is the question? 
Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 
Mr. PILES. I thought I answered the Senator very clearly 

when I submitted the resolution of the Shingle Weavers' Union, 
. for instance, representing some 14,000 men; a telegram from the 
president or secretary of the State Federation of Labor, rep
resenting some 25,000 men; the resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Washington; resolutions from the commercial 
bodies of that State, in which it was shown that the remonl of 
the duty would very greatly injure the business and the labor of 
the State. 

Certainly it is not a mere contest between stumpage owners. 
It affects about 110,COO men in one State who are engaged at 
labor in the business, and some 500 ships that are fitted up on 
the Pacific Ocean to carry lumber. It affects the entire busi
ness interests of the whole country. 

Mr. BUilKETT. I thought I had at hand here, but I have 
not, a statement from a paper from the Senator's own State 
upon that exact point. Perhaps later on I will find it. It states 
that it is a stumpage question. 

But I do not want to go into that. I was only referring to 
it in passing. As I have gone through the evidence that has 
been taken by the Ways and Means Committee upon this 
question. I have observed that practically every man who 
appeared before that committee has been interested in stump
age. 

Mr. BORAH. 1\fr. President--
Mr. BURKETT. I will yield in just a moment. I doubt if 

anybody believes that whateyer shall be done with this lumber 
schedule that our miJls will not go on manufacturing lumber 
just as they have in the past. They may not be able to credit 
as much on their stumpage accounts as they would if they 
did n t ha rn competition with Canada, but in my opinion 
every mill will go on manufacturing lumber and eYery labor
ing man therein will be employed as fully and at as good wages 
as he has been giYen in times past. 

The PilESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne
bra ka yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BURKETT. In just a moment. Only two or three 
weeks ago, in coming in on the train, I met a man who is 
manufacturing lumber and interested in the lumber business 
in many ways and in many places throughout the counh·y. 
He was intere ted in mills in at least three different sections 
of the United States. 

He reyealed to me the startling information that at that 
· time his company was making lumber and selling it at less 
than the stumpage price; that the price of stumpage was forced 
up to such a point that they could make more money selling it 
as stumpage than as lumber. But they were compelled to 
keep the machinery going and to sell at the prevailing prices of 
lumber. Now I will hear the Senator from Idaho. 

i\Ir. BORAH. I was going to say, in order to be exactly 
accurate as to the witnesses who appeared before the Ways 
and Means Committee with reference to the question of stump-. 
age, it should not be overlooked that most of those who ap
peared against the duty own stumpage in Canada. 

Mr. BUilKETT. As I said the other day in a running debate 
I had with the Senator from Washington [Mr. PILES], I thought 

it very probable that this question Wll.S a good deal of a ~on
test between the men who have stumpage in Canada and the 
men who have stumpage in America; but inasmuch as I believe 
by favoring the man who has stumpage in Canada we would 
help the consumer of lumber in this country, I am willing to 
help the man who has stumpage in Canada, if it does help 
him any. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from Idaho?. 
Mr. BUilKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. BORAH. The Senator has answered my question by 

saying, when it is between the Canadian and the.. American, he 
will vote to favor the owner of Canadian stumpage. 

1\fr. BURKETT. Yes; the Canadian stumpage owner. 
Now, I want to read some letters in response to the first ob

jection to reducing the tariff that has been made, and that is 
the cheap-labor .bugaboo. When the Senator from Washington 
was making his admirable addre~s the other day, I caJJed at
tention to the testimony of ome of the witnesses upon this 
question. But since the Senator's address I have bad ca11ed 
to my attention several statements made :from those who are 
working in mills to show the contrary to what the Senator said 
with reference to the employment of oriental labor in Cfilada 
and in the northwestern part of the United States. 

On page 3130 of the bearing there is some e>tdence that I 
did not succeed in calling to the Senator's attention, and that 
is as to the effect that tlle interior or mountain mills of British 
Columbia ha>e 60 per cent of the lumber.-producing capacity of 
the Province, and out of 4,000 men in the mills, and perhaps 
8,000 all told, employ not to exceed 400 Orientals . 

I also had called to my attention by a prominent lumberman, 
after the close of the debate on that day, that the Fraser IliYer 
l\lills, at New Westminster, the largest in tile Pro'"ince and 
on the coast, too, about a month ago replaced all their Orientals 
with whites, and before that time only 13 per cent of their 
pay roll went to Orientals. The whites will be paid more money, 
but are considered cheaper in results. 

I want, also, to read a letter which has come to a Senator 
upon this question. It is written by an employee in one of the 
mills and is in d~rect response to the stn tement of the enator 
from Washington that there is no oriental labor employed in 
the mills of Wn hington and Oregon. I will state that he has 
requested that his uame should not be made public. but the 
Senator can see the letter at any time he wishes. I will read it, 
but I will not m~e the name of the writer. 

Mr. PILES. I have neyer said that there were no Orientals 
employed in the mills of Washington. 

:\Ir. BURKE'lv.r. The Senator laid a good deal of stress upon 
the different kind of labor that was employed in the mills in 
America and the mills in British Columbia. and he aid it was 
because of this oriental labor, the cheap labor that wa used 
oyer in British Columbia that they could not use here in 
America, that we could not compete on an equality with the 
finished lumber coming into this country from Canada. 

l\lr. PILES. If the Senator will permit me right there, I will 
explain that situation to him. It is e timated by those who 
know that out of the hundred and ninety thousand men em
ployeu in the lumber and shingle business on the Pacific slope 
there are between 1.500 and 2,000 Orientals employed. There 
are, I am reliably informed, no Orientals employed in the mills 
in the cities of Washington. 

l\lr. BURKETT. Let me read to the Senator this letter, be- -
cause it quotes what I recollect the Senator did 8ay : 

Sm : Seeing in to-day's Post-Intelligencer, of Seattle-

It was evidently published in the Senator's own town 
paper-

Seeing in to-day's Post-Intelligencer, of Seattle, that Senator Pu.Es, 
of this State, yesterday made a statement that " only two mills in 
this State employed oriental labor," may I be permitted to offer my 
own personal experience? 

I have worked in mills both inside and outside of the "association," 
as the monopoly is generall:y termed here, and the following mills are 
still employing Japanese help, viz : St. Paul and •.racoma Mill Com· 
pany, Tacoma, Wash.; Wallace Lumber Company, Startup and Seattle 
(Mr. Startup, one of the owners, is a prominent as ociation official) ; 
the Atlas Lumber and Shingle Company, Mc~urray and Seattle, Wash . 
(Mr .. Patten, the owner in. part of the Atlas ompany, is universally 
detested by the white laboring men of this State on account of his Japa
nese proclivities. Besides being one of the foremost of the association, I 
think be is one of the high officials). These I know are associntion 
mills, whilst I can not say for the following: Page ·Lumber Company; 
Eagle Gorge 1\fill, King County, w·ash.; Kent Lumber Company, Barneston 
and Seattle; the big mill at 1\fukilteo, near Eve1·ett, Wash.; the Hewitt 
& Lea 1\Iill, at Wilburton. close to Seattle; the Minnesota Lumber 
Company, at North Avon, Skagit County, Wash., offices at Mt. Vernon, 
same county; a small mill at Fredonia. within 2 ?; miles of the preceding 
one; the big mill at Gold-Bar·, near Stal'tup, offices at Seattle; whilst 
the Puget Lumber Company, operating mills at Port Gamble and Port 
Ludlow, employ CWnese cooks and .Japanese help in the kitchen. There 
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are also Japs working near Napavine on the Northern Pacific Railroad 
between T:i.coma. and Portland ; also at Fidalgo M11l, near Anacorte!:r, 
Skagit County, Wash. (I do not know if these two are working. bnt 
l know that all the ab0ve are really oriental propositions.) There are 
several more that I could gtve1 but I have only given those whleh I can 
personally vouch for. 

Now, I am handed another letter this morning,. and I will say 
I will not giTe the name of the writer, but the Senator can see 
the letter. It is written in the handwriting of the author: 

Senn.tor S. H. PILES, of Washington, undertook to inform you that 
your information was incorrect, and that there was only two mills in 
the State employing Japanese. He undoubtedly knew that he was mis
representing matters to you, or else he was woefully ignorant o.f the 
conditi-Ons in the State he is supposed to represent. There is no ques
tion but that a Iarge number of the mills employ Japanese here, prob
ably a majority of them, although I can not say positively. I will give 
you the names of a few concerns near to Seattle· who I know do employ 
Japanese. 

Then he recites he-re five different concerns that are employing 
all the way from 30 up to 200 Japanese in each mill. He pro
ceeds · 

If the lumbering interests of this State were afraid of the competi~ 
tion from the Canadians, is it not rather singular that this State 
should ship hundreds of ca.rs of lumber to Winnipeg and northwest 
Canada annually and compete with Canadians in their own territo1·y? 
The ta.riff on lumbei· ha.s not benefited anyone but the few lumber mill 
companies. M the wages of lumbermen a.re lo.wer in this State. and 
Oregon than they are in British Columbia. 

Then he finishes up tile. letter by stating that he is an employee. 
Mr. PILES. Will the Senator permit me? In the remarks 

which I macle to the Senate- on the. lumbe1· question I do not 
recollect having said anything ab.out the number of Orientals 
employed. in the mills in the State o:E Washington. In inter
rupting some S.enator who some days before had spoken upon 
this subject, I remember stating that the:re were, ac~ording to 
the information I had, but two shingle mills that employed 
Orientals in the State of Washington. I do not know how I am 
quoted, for I have never looked up my remarks in that interrup
tion, but what I had reference to was shingle mills. It is ad
mitted m the testimony before the Ways and Means Committee 
that the1·e are some fifteen hundred o.u two thousand Orientals 
employed in the States of the Pacific coast out of the. 190,000 
men employed.' It would be ridiculous to say there were only 
two mills that employ them. 1\Iy information is that there is 
not a mill in any of the cities in the State of Washington that 
employs Orientals. They are employed to some extent in the 
outside mills. The mill the Senator has mentioned. is not in a 
city. It is on land owned by the mill company, in K jtsap 
County. A number of the mills doubtless employ Chinese cooks 
and help aroond the camp, and in several of those mills they 
em.ploy Orientals actually in millwort There is no doubt about 
that, but that amounts to nothing as compared with the number 
employed in British Columbia. 

Now, I have here an estimate of fae number empl-oyed.. It is 
insignifieant as compared. with what is employed in British 
Columbia. On that point .I should like to read just one or two 
telegrams. Here is. a telegram I . should Ilk.e to submit: 

SEATTLE, WASH., May 16, 1909.· 
Ron_ S. H. PILES, Washington., D. C.: 

Less than 2 per cent ot: men engaged in lumber industry in this State 
are Orientals, most of these in cargo mills in eompetition with Canadian 
mills. 

CHAllLES R. CASE, 
PresiJ!ent Washington State. F ederation of Lab.or. 

I assume the president of the State Federation of Labor ought I 
to know all about this matter. It is his busines to im·estigatc 
and look into it. Since I made my re:ma.rks in the Senate on the 
subject of lumber, some days ago, .. he has, I should judge from 
the following telegrams,, been investigaiing the question with 
considerable care: 

VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLU:UBIA, May 19, 1909. 
Hon. S. H. PILES, Wa~Tiington, D. fJ.: 

Personally investigated lumber and shingle mills, Vancouver and New 
Westmlnstei·; 90 per cent of employees Orientals. 

CHA.RLES R. CA-SE, 
President Washington State Federatio11 of Labor. 

Here is another telegram, dated 1\Iay 22, from Victoria, Brit
ish Columbia, which I wm read: 

-\r 1C'rORIA, BRITISH COLUMBIA, May !I?, 1.909. 
Ron. S. H. PILES, Washington, D. C.: 

Over 90 per cent of labor employed in sawmills on Vancouver Island 
are Orientals. No self-respecting white man can live or work in open 
competition. with them. 

Mr... BURKETT. I said before I read it that the writer asked 
that his name be not made public. The Senator can read the 
letter, if he wishes to do-so. I will not publish the name of the 
writer. He. is employed, I will say, in these lumber mills, and 
he has not wanted his name made public. He is not in a posi
tion. to have it done,. and I will not take the liberty to give it 
out. r so stated before I read the letter. 

But l was ab-Out to say, Mr. President, I have only referred 
to that, not intending to go into any particular discussion over 
it to-day~ because we went into it at some length when the 
Senator. from Washington was addnssing the Senate two or 

. three weeks a.go. I rea.d it only for the purpo~e of showing 
that, while there may be some oriental labor employed in Can
ada, there is also without doubt some oriental labor employed 
in the State of Washington. I only wanted to use it to impress 
the fact that the m-0re you go through this evidence and the 
more information you get, it demonstrates the proposition that, 
so far as the cost of production is concerned,_ we can produce 
lumber here in the United States without any fear of any com
petition with Canada except alone from the one question ot 
stumpage. 

That brings me back to the statement I made a moment ago, 
that, in my opinion, the stumpage men are the people who are• 
interested in this question, and if the tariff goes off of lumber 
it does not mean that a single mill is going to stop in this col:lll.
h-y; it does not mean that a single man is going to be thrown 
out of employment, but it does mean, perhaps, where there is 
cheaper stumpage in Canada to compete with the stumpage in 
America that the. stumpage men on this side ·or the line are 
going to have to take something less for their stumpage. 

A moment ago I tried to find a clipping from the Washington 
Herald, from the Senator's own State. I want to read it now. 
It is from a paper tba.t advocates protection and from a paper 
that is interested, because it is in that section of the connh·y 
and because it says it is interested in this lumber question. I 
want to read it to the Senate, as it shows exactly the position 
o:f one who. writes there on the ground. 

The Northwest is especially interested in the lumber-taritr issue, and 
there are lumbermen who are already telling what disastrous things wHl 
I>efa.ll the lumbei,· industry of this sedion if the new tarlfr schedule, e:o.n.
si!:rting in. the main of a reduetion in the duty of 50 per amt, goes into 
effect. The Northwest cert..'linly wants to see nothing done to injure the 
lumbermen, but we can see no sense in widespread calamity h<rwling. If 
the poliey o.t some. of the lumbermen is to " throw a scare" into the 
Northwest, it is ill advised,, for It o-nly results in a feeling of industrial 
unrest and uncertalnty that is disconcerting to all business interests, 
and, we trelieve. it is unjustlfi.ed. 

All residents o1 Everett and of the Northwest know what a few years 
have done to the loggers of this section. Logging has made more men 
wealthy in a shorter time than has any other branch of the lumber in
dustry or any other business in which men of the Northwest are inter
ested. The loggers, who have aequired much of their timber at low 
prices, a.re the kings of the lumber business. They have dietn.ted prices, 
boosting them unceremoniously when they wished, and those mills buy
~e: in the open market, a.nd tfia.t means the majority, have been com~ 

.P !led to pay the price or go out of business. · 

Then, omitting some, the article goes on to say : 
Bearing that fact in mind, it is hard to see why the loggers can not 

eamly absorb that tariff reduction, or at lea.st the larger portion of it. 
Cheaper logs will mean che per lumber, that, if we are threatened with 
the anadfan product, will be able to meet the latter on the same com
parative fa.oting they hold at present. It can't be denied that lumf>e.r 
prices are high. and th"Rt is what has raised the cry of the Mississippi 
valfey State for free lumber. Let the loggers pay their share of the 
game and n.ot seek to convert Washington's greatest natural resouree 
in to wealth in a few short years and the price of lumber will drop, we 
can mnd the proposed tari1t reduction, and the cry for free lumber 
from the l'IIiddTe We t will cea e. It is a big question, but its solution 

long- the lin.e o! the p.roposed ta.riff bill under no circumsta.nces means 
the <kstruction of the lumber industry. At the worst it will bring about 
a r eadjustment. It is better for the Northwest to have a. reduction in 
the lumber tar·iff now than be called upon to face a. time when the gFeat 
majority of the country, in a way that can't be refused, demand free 
lumber, and unless something be conceded at this time, that day will 
come. 

While that article does not go as far as I sh-0uld like to go 
and give free lumber now, nevertheless, coming :from a paper 
published in that section of the country, and a Republican paper 
also, it d-Oes justify me in the position which I have taken, that 
the proposition which confronts us here is the proposition of the 
logging interests of this country. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President--
Th.e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the S~nator from West Virginia? 
1\Ir. BURKETT. I do. 

CHARLES R. CASE. 1\fr. SCOTT. I mere1y want to nsk the Senator-I presume 
that his object is to get a lower rate on lumber for the people 
of the No1·thwest-does the Senator think if we should take 

Nebraska the duty entirely off lumber that wcmld accomplish that result 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, in my opinion-
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
:Mr. BURKETT. I do. 
.i:!l r~ BORAH. Will the Senator give- the name of the 

who wrote ·that letter? 

or not? 
Mr. BURKETT. In my opinion, it would; and what 1 have 

party , ~ead, if the Sena tor recollects, from the article published in this 
"pai>er in the E;!tate of Washington, a],so reenforees that state-
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ment. There is in these tariff hearings-I am not going to 
take time now to read them, for I am not going to talk long
there is in these hearings abundance ~f evidence to show that 
the opening up of our markets to Canadian lumber does mean 
cheaper lumber to the consumer, at least it will help to prevent 
the greedy stumpage men from forcing lumber higher. But if 
that is not true, then I ask why this great lobby, which has 
been here in Washington trying to prevent the reduction of the 
tariff on lumber? If it will .not reduce the price, why the op
position from the Senators from States representing those in
dustries? As I said a moment ago, in my opinion, this is not 
going to close a single mill in this country. I should not want · 
to see a in ill closed. 

But America is to-day competing with all the world. I.have 
a list of countries here showing that we are sending lumber to 
all the world. We are competing with Canada everywhere else 
on earth; and yet we are afraid that we can not compete with 
her here in America. In my opinion, there is no logic in that 
sort of a proposition, and we can not sustain ourselves in 
making a tariff bill and imposing a high tariff upon things in 
which we can compete successfully, and are competing in all the 

.markets of the world, with the very nation that we seem to be 
most fearful of. 

The other great proposition that the Senator from Washington 
laid stress on was the question of low-grade lumber. His argu
ment was that free lumber meant destruction of the forests; 
that we could not use the low-grade lumber, and that would go 
to waste. I submit to the Senate that until .l\fr. Pinchot came 
into this discussion with that letter of his, stating that protec- · 
tion was needed to conserve the forests, the free-lumber proposi
tion was in great deal better shape, to say the least, than it has 
been since. 

I want to suggest, however, that Mr. Pinchot occupies on this 
question exactly the same position that all the great stumpage 
owners occupy when they give their evidence. Mr. Pinchot con
trols the greatest amount of stumpage of any man in this coun
try; he controls the greatest amount of stumpage of any man in 
the world. He has been here before Congress year after yea.r 
asking for more appropriations to look after the great timber 
reserves. We have seen that proposition of his combated \igor
ously here on the floor of the Senate. Nevertheless we have 
granted him the money to care for the forests and extended his 
authority until to-day he controls more stumpage than any 
human being. Very naturally .Mr. Pinchot wants to make a 
good showing, he realizes that he must accomplish so.µiething 
out of these forests that he has undertaken to control; and in 
his official position he is as anxious to get-as much out of the 
stumpage he controls ·for the sake of his record in this matter 
as the men who pri\ately own stumpage. So I say all of them, 
from Mr. Pinchot down to the State of Washington, down to the 
men who have testified in their private capacity, they are all 
stumpage owners, and they are interested in forcing up the price 
of stumpage in this country. 

I have, however, been interested in observing how the press 
of the country r eceived the judgment of Mr. Pinchot. I picked 
up the other day a paper from a town in Florida commenting 
upon the positiou that he took. I understand they are in favor 
of a tariff on lumber down there. But they considered his 
contention as a joke.. Speaking of his article, the paper said: 

FROM A TREE STANDPOINT. 

Any idea that a man nurses all the time ultimately looks bigger to 
him than all else out of doors. Gifford Pinchot has written a letter 
on the tariff to Chairman Payne of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. Pre ·ident--
1\fr. BURKETT. Let me read this through. The article 

continues : 
He holds that the fundamental question at issue in the lumber tariff 

is forest conservation. l\fr. Pinchot is chief forest conservator. If 
it had been his business for yeai·s to take care of tadpoles, lie would 
declare the fuudamental question at issue in the drainage discussion 
was the conservation of tadpoles. 

When Mr. Pinchot combats the idea that a removal of the duties on 
lumber would preserve our forests, he is fighting a windmill. Nobody 
who has thought of the subject thinks it would. Why, then, do men 
use such an argument for free lumber? 

We do not know by what process of reasoning Mr. Pinchot arrives 
at the conclusion that a removal of the duty on lumber would not 
benefit the consumer. If this is true, it is strange that sawmill men 
are ma.king such a fight t o retain the duty. If a reduction of the duty 
would not r educe the price to the man who buys, surely it would not 
reduce it to the man who sells. 

Now I wm yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. BORAH. I want to ask the Senator from Nebraska 

whether he takes the position that the duty on lumber, or the 
taking off of the duty, would consene or not conserve the 
forests? as Mr. Pinchot's views are not answered, neither are 
they ~upported. I simply want to know the Senator's position. 

Mr. BURKETT. .l\Ir, President, if taking the duty off of 

lumber will bring lumber into this country, in my opinion it 
will save that much of the forests here. Of course I up.derstand 
the position taken by the Senator from Idaho and the Senator 
from Washington. When the Senator from Washington was 
making his address the other day nnd was speaking of the fact 
that there would be so much waste low-grade lumber, I asked 
him the question: '; What , is going to prevent this low-grade 
lumber being manufactured? Is it competition in the same 
grade from Canada, or the reduction in price of what is pro
duced in the United States?" Aml, l\lr. President, that question 
never was answered. What is going to stop the manufacturing 
of low-grade lumber in this country? Is it going to be the 
competition of low-grade lumber from Canada, or is it going to 
be the reduction of the price in the United States? 

The Senator undertook to say in reply that they had a differ
ent kind of process of buying stumpage in Canada; that they 
buy their stumpage according to what they use, and that in the 
United States they had to buy the whole tree. Therefore, if 
that means anything, in my opinion it means that they would 
only use the best part of the stumpage, because that is all they 
would have to pay for; they would only make the highest-priced 
lumber, and that is the lumber that we would have to compete 
with. In my opinion, one of two things is true: Either this is 
going to reduce the price of lumber to the consumer, or the 
people who are producing lumber in this country are not going 
to be injured either in the production of second-grade luinber or 
in the production of first-grade lumber. 

.l\fr. President, I want to speak particularly on one point, and 
then I am going to close, and that is upon the matter of the 
differential. There may be a reason, perhaps, for putting a 
tariff on lumber; but, · in my opinion, there is no longer a valid 
reason for putting a differential tariff upon finished lumber. 
That is only giving the manufacturer a bounty for doing what 
is profitable for him to do. For example, I have here some 
quotations of lumber prices of a certain lumber manufacturer. 
It quotes lumber to be shipped at a certain price, with freight 
prepaid. Then at the bottom of the price list there is a foot
note, which adds this: 

If you need rough lumber, add $2.25 to- these prices. 

This shows that the lumber manufacturers can furnish finished 
lumber cheaper, and would rather do it, than rough lumber. 
Yet we are imposing a differential, a higher duty on the finished 
lumber than we are imposing upon the rough lumber. 

As I said a moment ago, originally the log was of importance 
in making up this schedule, and when we wanted to give the 
manufacturer a little advantage we excluded logs and put 
them on the free list. But now we can not bring in any logs. 
Then we wanted to force as much manufacturing to be done in 
this country as possible, so, away back in 1872, we put an addi
tional. tariff upon finished lumber; that is, we let logs in free 
and rough lumber in cheaper than finished lumber. But to-day 
finished lumber occupies the same position in the market as 
rough lumber did then. This has all been brought about by 
the manufacturer for his own benefit. Let me tell you how. I 
can remember, twenty years ago, when the lumber producer 
cut down the size of his lumber. The 2 by 4 he cut down to 
H by 3i, or thereabouts. He cut down the 2 by 6 to it by 
about 5i, and he made the same prices. He made money by 
saving lumber and selling those reduced sizes at the same 
prices. 

It went on a little further, when the lumberman again 
wanted to raise his income without apparently raising his 
price. So he conceived the idea of selling lumber and pre
paying the freight. Until about a dozen years ago, when a 
lumber dealer in a local town bought lumber, he bought it a:t 
the factory and paid his own freight to the point where he 
sold it. But about a dozen years ago the manufacturer 
changed his plan of selling lumber and agreed to ship it to 
the local dealer and prepay the freight. They added the price 
of the freight to the price of the lumber; and in order to 
make money on that operation they started to plane off one or 
two or more sides of that lumber. In doing this they reduced 
the weight and sayed on the freight. As has been shown by tl.le 
price schedule to which I ha\e i:eferred, it is worth two dollars 
and a quarter more to them to send lumber before it is dressed 
than it is to send lumber after it is dressed. They have done 
that thing as a money-making proposition. It is not a thing 
they have to do; it is not a thing that it is particularly desir
able that they should do, to plnne off the 2 by 4, to plane off 
the fencing, and dress .the other lumber they have sent out· 
but they do it as a money-mnking proposition. In my opinio~ 
it is wrong; it is a traYesty upon the justice of things to put 
on a tariff to protect those men in the doing of that on which 
they are already making from two to three dollars a thousand 
fee~ 
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There is one question on which you can not fool the people. 
EYery ·farmer who buys lumber in my State or in any other 
State realizes that he can not buy rough lumber if he wants 
to. He must buy planed lumber, and he knows he must buy 
it because it is of advantage to the men who produce the 
lumber to make that dressed lumber, and he knows that this 
higher protection is for doing a thing- that the manufacturer 
is making money to do and which it is to his advantage to do. 
Therefore, I ask, why at the same time should we protect him 
two 01· three dollars in addition to the profit he already has 
by dressing this lumber? - . -

l\fr. President, I think I have nothing further to add to this 
debate. It has already extended over considerable time. I am 
not going to combat the Senator from Idaho [l\Ir. HEYBURN] 
as to what different men in their campaign speeches may have 
said with reference to the revision of the tariff. I suspect, from 
what I have heard here, that a good many different positions 
were taken upon the proposition of revising the tariff .in the 
last campaign. Out in my section of the country I know we 
believed that revision meant a revision downward wherever· we 
could do so, without injury to our American industries. I do 
not believe, however, that our people understood we were going 
to reduce the tariff to an extent that would distress our manu
facturers or close any of our factories; but I do believe that our 
people ~understood that in the twelve years since the Dingley 
bill was enacted conditions had so changed that some indus
tries that needed protection a dozen years ago would need less 
now ; and that the revision of the tariff in the main was to be 
a revision downward. But I will not speak generally of it, be
cause that would probably bring on a controversy. 

I am going to say, however, that, so far as lumber is con
cerned, that one item, above all the other items of the four 
thousand included in this bill, was singled out in every county, 
in every town, in every campaign speech that was made during 
last fall, and our people did hope that the tariff on lumber 
should at least be reduced. 

I took that position, not because I believed in free trade gen
erally, but because I do not believe a reduction will hurt the 
industry, and because I believe that for the greatest interests 
of the greatest number in this country we ought to ·put lumbet· 
on the free list, just as our predecessors put binding twine on 
the free list, just as they put broom-corn on the free list, just 
as they put ice on the free list, and oil cake on the free list; 
and just as this committee themselves have put fence posts and 
kindling wood on the free list, and also cedar and lignum-vitro 
and some other kinds of woods. In my opinion, responding to 
the demand of the greatest good to the greatest number, we 
ought, in justice, put all lumber on the free list up to the stage 
that it appears in the lumber yard for the use of the average 
consumer in this country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ne
braska inform me why it is, although we were told the other 
day that there were only five razor manufacturers in this 
country, that 80,000,000 Americans were compelled . to pay 
those five fellows a tribute and increase the price of razors, 
if you are going to put lumber on the free list. I am going 
to YOte to put lumber on the free list, but I just wanted to 
understand the contradictions in the reasonings and the argu
ments on that subject, if possible. 

Mr. BURKETT. I did not understand the Senator's question, 
if it was a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. _ I say it was brought out the other day in 
the debate that there were only five men in the United States 
manufacturing razors, and yet the duty on razors was held in 
the bill bv almost the solid Republican vote. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, let me say with reference to 
the proposition of making razors, that the evidence showed that 
four-fifths of the razors that were cousnmed in this country 
were made over in Germany. When that is the condition with 
anything that America ought to produce and can produce, I 
would be in favor of putting a tariff 011 it a.nd making them 
come to America to manufacture razors or anything else. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What about the '.'greatest good to the 
greatest number?" .That is all that provoked me to make the 
inquiry. 
. Mr. BURKETT. In my opinion, as I said a moment ago, it 

would be to the greatest good to the greatest number .to put 
lumber on the free list. 

Mr. BORAH. l\1r. President, the question asked by the Sen
ator from South Carolina [l\1r. TILLMAN] of the Senator from 
Nebraska [l\Ir. BURKETT] illustrates the unfortunate position 
of the man who thinks as a protectionist and argues as a free 
trader. The great foes of the protective policy have always 
been within the ranks of protection-those who would make an 
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exception in favor of or against a particular industry. Such 
men overlook the fact, or, seeing it, ignore the fact that, as I 
said the other day, unless the policy of protection is a system it 
can not be justified at all. There is no way either in constitu
tional law or in morals by which you can properly lay a tax 
to sustain an industry or to enable an industry to live when 
otherwise it could not live, and thereby, in a sense, to tax one 
individual for the benefit of another, except upon the theory 
that as a policy or system it develops our natural resources, 
diversifies our industries, gives employment to the different 
dispositions and desires of men, and creates and maintains a 
home market. Upon any other theory, the protective system is 
a privilege-a wrong, if not a fraud-and those who argue for 
the free-lumber schedule must do so with the full knowledge 
of the fact that they are presenting an argument which under
mines the whole superstructure of protection. 

If the farmer can ask for free lumber or free anything which 
he buys, the man in the mill, whether manufacturer or laborer, 
has the same right to ask for free articles which he purchases, 
because it must be a conceded fact that to single out any 011e 
particular industry and take off the duty 1s, in all probability, 
to lower .the price of the product of that industry to the con
sumer. For further illustration, if good old New England, the 
home of protection as well as of culture and weal th, should so 
far forget herself as to demand free hides, the western rancher 
and the western farmer would have a right in return to demand 
free saddles, free harness, free shoes, and free everything else 
that is made out of hides; and we arriye pretty soon, Mr. Presi
dent, at the point where the great French economist and the 
most subtle of logicians, M. Bastiat, would have placed us 
years ago, and that is a condition of freedom of exchange with 
each other and with all the world. · 

There are those who contend that, after competition has been 
driven from the field in a particular industry, protection should 
be taken away from that industry. I am inclined to agree with 
the proposition that 9you may maintain that position if you 
have the evidence to disclose the fact that competition has been 
driven from the field, because in such an instance the protec
tion must necessarily to some extent be a burden, without the 
corresponding power of competition to lower the price to the 
consumer. But I would only follow that rule, Mr. President, 
in such instances as where the competition had been remoyed 
and where it was in all probability not to return. 

Those who argue for free lumber, therefore, must do so 
upon some legitimate basis consistent with the policy of pro
tection, or they must be satisfied to stand forth and argue for 
free lumber upon the. same basis that nine-tenths of the sched
ules could be argued against so far as duties are concerned in 
this bill. The real question is whether or not the remo-.al of 
the duty from lumber will lower the price to the consumer, or 
rather whether or not the lowering of the duty on lumber will 
still retain the industry and yet lower the price to the con
sumer. 

The American farmer will not appreciate the eulogies which 
ai·e delivered upon him here in this Chamber unless some result 
in a practical, positiYe way accrues to him, because the Ameri
can farmer is a very practical citizen ; in other words, he will 
not appreciate the eulogies which have been pronounced and the 
discussion of the denuded hillsides unless,· as a result of that, he 
can maintain his home market and still have his lumber cheaper 
than he has it to-day. 

Mr. President, there has been a peculiarity about this discus
sion upon the part of those who argue for free lumber. One 
class of the advocates of free lumber insist that it will conse1"ve 
our forests. 

l\Ir. l\IcCUMBER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. CARTER in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Idaho ·yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota? · 

l\lr. BORAH. I do. 
l\lr. McCUl\IBER. The Senator says that the northwestern 

farmers will not be satisfied unless they can have their lumber 
cheaper than they have it to-day. I think that I can speak .for 
them, and I will say that they will be satisfied if they can hold 
the price down as low as it is to-day. They will not be satis
fied if it again mounts to the price that it was two years ago, or 
three years ago, or four or five or six years ago. They are 
practically satisfied to-day; and their efforts are to conserve 
our own forests and to allow an amount of lumber to come in 
that will check the tendency to a very rapid rise in price the 
moment that we get back to normal conditions. 
- l\fr. BORAH. 1\fr. President, I do not propose to indulge in 

a controversy with the Senator from North Dakota as to what 
the farmers really want, because I know he is an expert upon 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 

that subject, and he perhaps is better informed than myself; 
but I a:m perfectly willing to present this matter upon the 
basi which he has just stated. 

I was going to say, :Mr. President, that the arguments of 
those who are contending for free lumber are involved and, 
if I may say so, with all dne respect to the gentlemen, some
what eontradictory. One class of them insists that it will 
conserve the forests; that every time you cut down a tree in 
Canada it indicates that a tree upon the American side will 
oo ].}reserved; in other words, that the lumber interests here 
will not use up very much lumber, and the forests of the 
.American side will not be used to such an extent as they will be 
i! the duty upon lumber is maintained. That must necessarily, 
1\1.r. President, be upon the theory that the American. forests
are not going to be used; that the tree is going to be permitted 
to stand. If that is true, it necessarily reduces the source 
of supply, which is the basis of the argument of tho e who 
insist that lumber will be cheaper because we have broadened. 
the source of supply. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] presents the facts 
which show that free lumber will widen the urce of supply 
and thereby reduce the price to the consumer. The Sena.tor 
from North Dakota [.Mr. MCCUMBER) presents the facts, eqmilly 
conclusive as presented by him, that it will not reduce the price, 
but will have a tendency to conserve the forests. 

In my opinion the facts are against them upon both those 
propositions. I might lea,,e it by simply calling the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that yoa can not conserve forests and 
utilize them; and you can not :reduce the price, in my judgment, 
unless you broaden the source of supply, unless yan allow the 
competition which must necessarily exist between the American 
manufacturer and the manufacturer abr0ad. 

The Senator from Minnesota, a few days ago, in speaking of 
this matter, used this language, and it is the basis of a.11 other 
arguments which take that position: 

The people of the great Northwest, the upp r Mississippi Valley, the 
heart of this continent, have been looking forward to a revision of the 
tariff; a:nd whenever they r-eferred to a revision of the tariff they meant 
a revision downw--a.rd and never a revision upward. 

Those who advocate a duty upon lumber in this Chfilllber do 
so under the strict interpretation of the Chicago platform. We 
do not ask for any deviation either from the letter or the spirit 
of that platform; and we are perfectly m1ling, in anr contention 
here, to accept any . and all interpretatiqns of that platform 
which were placed upon it when the candidates for the high 
office of the Presidency were µiterpreting it before the people. 
No one-will contend that anyon~ intm.·preted the platform adopted 
at Chicago to mean the destruction, the impair-merit, or the 
jeopardizing of any industry for which it was necessary to hav-e, 
protection in order to pre erve it. I want to read here a state
ment from the President, made during the caD"rns:s, in which 
he said: · 

I come now to the question of the tariff', its revision and its rela
tion to the unlawful trusts. The Dingley tariff' was adopted immedi
ately after the election of Mr. McKinley. Since that time we have 
passed through the Spanish war and have had a deca.d.e of prosperity 
and an increase and expansion of trade unexampled in the history of 
this or any other counb.'y. The Republican principle of the protective 
tarlfl' is, as I understan-0. it, that through the· customs-revenue law a 
tarlfl' should be collected on all imported prnducts that compete with 
American products which will at least equal a difference in the cost of 
production in this cou1tt1:y and abroad, and that proper · allowance 
should be made in this difference tor the reasonable pro.fits to the Ameri
can manufactu1·er. The claim of protectionists--and it has been abun
dantly justified in the past-is that protection secures . a hlghr rate of 
wages and that the encomagement it give to the home industry operat
ing under the influences of an energetic competition between American 
manufacturers induces such improvement in the methods of manufacture 
and such economies as to reduce greatly the price for the benefit of the 
American public and make it possible to reduce the tariff without de
priving the manufacturer of needed protection and a good pro:fit. 

The present bu iness sy tern of the country rests on the protective 
tariff, and any attempt to change it to a free-trade basis will certainly 
lead only to disaster. . 

Now, Mr. Pre ident, that was one of the noted speeches of the 
campaign, in which the platform upon which the candidate was 
tanding was interpreted-as the President understood it; and 

in sustaining our position, as we can, we are pel'fectly willing to 
accept the platform in its literal interpretation, as tbat inter
pretation was made before the great ma es of the people who 
pa ed upon it. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. .l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wi11 the Sena.tor from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BORAH. I will. 
.i\fr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to read mi 

extract from the speech of acceptance of tile Republican vice
pres1dentiaI c:milldate? 

Mr. BORAH. I will. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The distinguished gentleman who at pres

ent presides over this body was likewise on the Republican 

ticket as a candidate for the high office of Vice-President. This 
is his utterance when he was notified of his nomination : 

First, then, let me say that I am a protectionist. I am sufficiently 
practical to value the utility of a fact higher than the beauty of a 
theory. I am a protectionist because experience has demon strated that 
the application of that principle has lifted us as a Nation to a plan 
of prosperity above that occupied by any other people. I especially 
commend that plank of our platform which promises an early revision 
of the tariff schedules. That pledge will be fulfilled in an adjustment 
based in every particular upon the broad principles of prntection for 
all American interests; alike for labor, for capital, for producers and 
consumers. The Dtngley bill when enacted was well adapted to the 
then existing conditions . The developments of indtrstrial pro perity 
in a decade, which in volume and degr-ee have surpassed our mo t 
roseate expectations, have so altered conditions that in certain details 
of schedules they no longer in every par-ticular mete out exact ju -
tice to all. In this readjustment the principle of protection must and 
wiU govern~ Such duties most and will be imp<>sed as will equalize 
the cost of production at home and abroad and insure a reasonable 
profit to all American interests. The Republican idea. of such profit 
embraces not alone the manufacturer, not alone the capital invested, but 
aJI engaged in American production, the employer and the employed, 
the artisan, the farmer, the miner, and those enaaged in ba.nsporta tion 
and trade ; broadly speaking, those engaged in every prrr nit and call
ing which <>ur ~ariff directly or indirectly affects. 

I thank the Sena.tor for permitting ~ to put· this into. the 
IlEcoRD. 

1\Ir. BORAH. A great deal has been said, Mr. President, in 
this Chamber and elsewhere with r~erence to the meaning of 
the Chicago platform. I am one of those who believe that the 
Ohicago platform meant an honest and faithful revision of the 
tariff, and that that revision was understood in the public mind 
to be a revision downward,. but always within the lines of sufil
cient protection to American industries and .American labor. 

This, Mr. President, did not mean, as was so often pointed 
out during the campaign. by the President himself, but that 
there might be instances in which it would be necessary to raise 
the duty in order that the principle of protection might be pre
serTed; but undoubtedly it did mean, in a general way, that 
when the duties could be lowered, within tlle policy and prin
ciple of .the party of protection, that that should cccur, and that 
rule should -be-adopted and carried out in good faith. 

But, Mr. President, tllere was nothing be.tter under tood by 
the great vi.ass of the American people during the last cam
paign than that there should be no injudicious, indiscriminate,. 
or unfriencily attack upon the underlying and fundamental prin
ciples of the protective policy. There was nothing bette1· under
stood than that whatever revision should take place by the 
American Congress should be within the light of that great 
principle and within the integrity of that principle. The pe<>
ple understood that just as fully and just as completely as they 
understood that they would take hold of the- tariff and under
take to adjust irregularities and abuses which may have grown 
up in the last ten years. They had an opportunity to pass 
upon this question. It was directly presented. It was accentu
ated, not only by the platforms but by the candidates them· 
selves. One of the candidates had been reared in the school of 
protection. He was pledged to the policy, and it was umler
stood that whenever he directed the revision of the ta.riff it 
would be in the effort to preserve the protective policy with 
reference to all these industries. 

The other candidate had been reared in the school of tarift 
for revenue only. Both candidates were pledged to revision. 
One of them was a friend of protection, the other was an enemy 
of protection ; p.nd the American people said, with an over
whelming voice, "Give us revision, but give it to us by the 
friends of the American protective policy, i:ri order that it may 
be preserved as the Republican party has preserved it in this 
country in the last fifty years." 

If they had been desirous of having a revision here which 
should ignoTe the protection of American industries, they had 
an opportunity to cast their votes in accordance with that 
desire. They did not do so, which meant~ when there is fair 
interpretation of the platform, that the American people wanted 
revision; but above all and beyond all they wanted the great 
policy of protection preserved in the industrial system of the 
United Sta.tes. 

There never was a time, Mr. Pre ident, when the protective 
principle was so univer ally acceptec;i, North, South, East, and 
We t, as at the present time. We have our matters to adjust 
and conditions to meet; high prices, and those incidents and 
things which have been discussed here; but it is not yet the 
belief of . the majority of th American people that you can 
meet those conditions and adjust those situations by tearing 
down the barriers and removing the walls, s.o that the foreign 
manufacturer may take posses ion of the American market. 

There never was a time either, Mr. President, in my judgment, 
when it was so essential and so necessary carefully to guard th~ 
protective principle as it is to-day. All duties should be lowerecI 
which can be lowered and the policy and pl'inciple. of I?rotection 
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preserved ; and so far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing 
to meet this timber schedule, or any other schedule which is 
presented in this Chamber, upon that basis; but when it is con
tended that the American people understood that in this question 
of revision we should ignore that principle, an effort is made to 
insert in that platform something which was never there, and 
~hich no one ever conceived of. No man went into the country 
where I lived, or any part of it, and advocated the doctrine 
which has been advocated in this Chamber as the principle 
which should prevail in reference to revision; that is, that it 
should be downward, regardless of the principle of protection. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. · President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
l\f r. BORAH. I will. 
Mr. CLAPP. I have spent a great deal of time trying to re

main in the Chamber and have read speeches to which I did not 
listen, and have not yet heard anyone on this side insist upon 
any such claim. If there is any claim here that the tariff should 
be revised ignoring the principle of protection, I should like to 
have that claim located. It certainly has not been uttered while 
I have been in the Chamb.er, nor has it appeared in any speeches 
from our side that I have read. 

l\fr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, of course I do not know 
just how the Senator interprets the language of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] when he said here a few da.ys 
ago that the protective policy was building up the monopolies 
of this counh·y and that timber should go upon the free list. 
I do not know how the Senator interprets the language of the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. l\IcCuMBEB] when he says 
that an industry that employs 800,000 men should be turned 
over to the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon an interruption! 
l\Ir. BORAH. Always. 
l\Ir. CLAPP. ·r have listened to the speeches of my colleague 

and to the speeches of the Senator from North Dakota, and I 
do not recall either of them suggesting that an American in
dustry should be turned oYer to foreigners. It is true, and I 
think the Senator will agree to it, that if there are monopolies 
in this country, they may have grown up; and if they grew up 
within the last ten years, they may have grown up under an 
unduly high protective tariff. But this building up of a man 
of straw for the purpose of having the exercise of striking him 
down does not, in my mind, conduce to the settlement of the real 
question, and that is, How much tariff is needed in order to 
preserve, in the present instance, the timber industry or any 
other industry of the country? 

Mr. BORAH. I would not refer to the colleague of the Sen
ator from Minnesota as a man of straw. I think he made the 
statement I said he made, and any fair interpretation of it is 
to that effect. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask the Senator from Idaho if my reference 
to a supposititious case of striking down a tariff could be fafrly 
interpreted as a suggestion from me that my colleague is a 
man of straw--. 

l\Ir. BORAH. Oh, no. 
Mr. CLAPP (continuing). And warranted the response of 

the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. BORAH. Oh, no; not at all. I am aware that the Sen

ator from Minnesota does not regard his colleague in that light 
at all. He referred to what I had said as being the building 
up of a man of straw, while I had drawn it from the lips of his 
colleague. He can draw his own inference. 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him 
whether the fact that a Senator advocates putting the rest of 
lumber on the free list indicates that he is against the pro
tective policy any more than putting fence posts and kindling 
wood and cedar and lignum-vitre and mahogany and rosewood 
and the others that the committee have already put on there 
indicates that they are deserting the protective tariff policy? 
They have already put on over half of them, at least, by name 
on the free list. We are only insisting that they put on the 
rest, the lumber that we use. We do not use much rosewood 
in the Missouri Valley. We do not use much lignum-vit:e and 
mahogany out there; and by name they put on two or three 
times as much on the free list as we want to put there; and 
because we ask that the rest go on the free list we are branded 
as free trade-rs and as abandoning the protective policy. Why 
should we thus be branded, when the committee themselves have 
done what they have, and yet disclaim that · they are free 
traders? 

l\Ir. BORAH. If the Senator from Nebraska will prepare an 
amendment putting those articles on the dutiable list, I will 
support it. 

Mr. BURKETT. The Senator does not answer the question, 
but he turns around and asks something else. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska admits-of 
course he knows-that none of the woods to which he has re
ferred is produced in the United States, and that no American 
industry is affected by their being on the free list. · 

l\Ir. BURKETT. The Senator from West Virginia brought 
in a box full of samples of some kind of woods which, I under
stood him to say, were included in this list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Brierwood for making pipes; but that is 
an entirely different .proposition. These hard woods are already 
on the free list, and no American industry is affected by it, and 
the comparison made by the Senator he must himself admit has 
no relation to this matter. 

l\fr. BURKETT. We produce fence posts and kindling wood 
in this country, certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not object to the Senators proceeding, but 
they should do it in an orderly way, that I may keep run of it. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] a few days ago 
said: 

My objection to the duties levied upon lumber rests upon the funda
mental fact that it is fostering and building up one of the greatest and 
worst monopolies in the country. 

I thought, Mr. President, when I heard that language that I 
had heard it somewhere before. I was like the member of the 
legislature, either in l\lassachusetts or Arkansas, or some other 
good State, who heard the Lord's prayer by the chaplain, when 
the session was opened, and said he was certain he had heard 
it somewhere before. 

It has long been a contention in this country that the pro
tective policy builds up monopolies. It has not usually come 
from this side of the Chamber. It has usually been presented 
with a great deal of effect from the other side of the Chamber. 
But I want to say that if that is tr11e, if it does build up monop
olies or if the legitimate result of it is to build up monopolies, 
this bill should be sent back to the committee and reconstructed 
upon a different basis entirely; and it will be very difficult after 
this doctrine, this new revelation by the Senator who has been 
lately to the island of Patmos, goes out to the American people 
to sustain the protective policy before the people of this country. 

It has been advocated since the day when some people charged 
Alexander Hamilton with promulgating it for the purpose of 
protecting the moneyed interests of the country at that time. 
It has been advocated upon every political battlefield from 1860 
to the 3d of November, 1908, and it has been as successfully 
met not only by the arguments of the men who do not admit, 
but as successfully met by the judgment of the great American 
jury-the men who vote in this country. 

I turned back to find the source of this argument, which has 
been submitted from this side of the Chamber, and I find, among 
others, the statement of Roger Q. Mills in the great debate of 
1888. He said : 

It builds up palaces; it concentrates wealth; it makes great and 
powerful magnates, but it distributes none of its beneficence in the 
homes of our laboring poor. 

l\Ir. Mcl\fillin, discussing the proposition, said : 
While the Government has thrown up its tariff walls without, monop

olists have joined hands within for the purpose of putting up prices 
and plundering the peon le through the devices known as " trusts,'' 
"pools," and "combines.f' 

Mr. Wilson, who was afterwards the father of the Wilson 
bill-a bill which will be remembered in this country a good 
while after to-day, said: 

Similar trusts are springing up constantly in the articles protected 
by your tariff and beneath its fa:voring shelter. 

I have quite a list here which a friend has gathered from the 
columns of a single great paper-the New York Times-but I have no 
time to read them to-day. 

I might quote indefinitely the arguments which were made 
in 1888, in 1894, and which to an extent prevailed in 1894. It 
was precisely the argument which the Senator from Minnesota 
has submitted against the second greatest industry in the 
United States. 

Now, let us see the answer to that. Thomas B. Reed was 
one of the giant intellects of this country. He was not only an 
adept in legislation, but he was a statesman. He did not pos
sess the art of popularizing himself as some men of lesser 
ability did, but even when he stood nlone he was a host. And 
he answered that, saying: 

I suppose that during the ten years last past I have listened in 
this Hall to more idiotic raving, more pestiferous rant, on that subject 
than on all the others put together. And yet I do not regret it. What 
a beautiful sight it is to see the revenue-reform orator go into action 
against monopoly. Nelson, as he stood blazing with decorations on the 
decks of the Victory on the fatal day of Trafalgar; Napoleon at 
Friedland, as the Guard went cheerin~ and charging by ; Thomas 
Sayers, as he stripped for the championship of England when Heenan 
had crossed the lifting waters; the eagle soaring to his eyrie; the royal 
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man-eating Bengal tiger in his native jungle; nay, the very bull 
himself, the strong bull of Bashan, as he uplifts his bellow over the 
rocky deserts of Palestine, are all but pale reminders of one of these 
majestic creatures. 

It is an old subject, an old principle, applied to the timber 
industry, the second greatest industry in the United States 
with $ 00,000,000 invested, 800,000 men employed, 29,000 saw~ 
mills, and purchasing more of the farm products of Minnesota 
and Nebraska than any other indush-y in the United States. 

It is not a question alone whether or not it will bring you 
cheaper lumber, but it is a question whether you will preserve 
that which is the basis of the protective policy, and that is 
the home market. 

Idaho alone has 20,000 of her men employed at $3 a day in 
this industry. The Pacific coast pays $127,000,000 a year to 
1abor in this industry. One hundred and ninety thousand men 
are employed in it upon the Pacific coast. That is only a 
portion of this great industry which has been bunt· up by a 
$2 rate into a "vast monopoly "-$19 lumber, and yet they 
base upon that the proposition that it has been built up by a 
$2 duty. This duty could be sustained as a revenue duty, if 
it were nece.ssai-y to do so. 

The importations from Canada for the last seven or eight 
years have increased about 300 per cent. The price of lumber 
f-rom Canad~ has increased about 100 per cent. It has not 
been undersold by reason of the fact that Canada sent it in. 
It was all sold at the same price. Only a few weeks ago there 
came into the harbor of San Francisco a ship laden with rail
road ties. They had been cut in oriental forests. They had 
been hauled to the seashore, not by horses, but by human beings. 
They had been shipped across the ocean and paid the duty, and 
yet sold in the American market for the price at which Amer
ican labor could not cut them and bring them to a railroad. 
You pass laws excluding the Orientals for the reason that we 
can not compete with them ·in this country, but what difference 
does it make to the American laborer whether his competitor 
stand.s upon American soil or upon oriental soil if the competi
tion drives the men from the field of labor just the same? And 
unles.s you have that industry protected it must inevitably 
follow that it is subject to the same competition as every other 
indush·y and based upon the same principle. 

The Senator from North Dakota, speaking a few days ago, 
said: 

First and superior to every other question is the question of protec
tion. That stnnds preeminently far above the idea of revising down
Wll!d, or on a horizontal scale, or revising upward. The first duty that 
is imposed upon the American Congress, if I understand the voice of the 
American people, is that this country shall still go forward under the 
banner of proteetlon. 

I agree with the Senator perfectly. The first duty that is im
posed upon this American Congress. if I understand the voice of 
the American people, is that this country shall go forward under 
the banner of protection. That is good doctrine. It i.s orthodox. 
It is not only orthodox, but upon it rests the industries which 
have been built up in this country. 

I want to say to the Senator from North Dakota that it can 
apply to the timber industry itself as effectually as it can to any 
other industry, and you can not take it away from the timber 
industry any more than you can ·from any other. The question 
of the protection of lumber is just the same as the protection of 
any other industry. 

The second propositlon
Said the Sena tor-

and that is subservient to the first, is that we shall revise downward 
but always maintaining a sufficient wall against foreign importations to 
i~~~~~~hl~b~~rican manufacturer, the American farmer, and the 

.Again the Senator said: 
The third duty that is imposed upon this Congress is to raise suffi

cient revenue to conduct the affairs of the Government as economically 
and properly administered. . 

Now, those ai·e the three fundamental principles, well stated, 
succinctly stated, and they are controlling. What is the ex
ception? Why is timber excepted? It is excepted, says the 
Senator from North Dakota, because we want to conserve our 
forests. Let us discuss that for a few moments, and then I will 
not detain the Senate longer. 

In the first place, Mr. President, it appears that at least 20 or 
25 per cent of our timber holdings are now in forest reserves. 
Unquestionably it is not necessary to take the duty off to pro
tect that which is in forest reserves. That is under the control 
of l\fr. Pinchot. 

Mr. CLAPP. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from l\finnesota? 
Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon a question, is it not 
a fact that--of course under regulations designed to conserve the 
timber, yet nevertheless under regulations which at the same 
time invite lumbermen-if conditions prove profitable, the tim
ber is con.stantly being sold within the forest reserves? 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly; but it is being sold under the con
trol of the Government, and certainly the question of the tariff 
does not affect the Government in that proposition. The sale 
conserves the timber, I admit, as suggested by the Senator and 
certainly the price of lumber is not controlled by the questi~n of 
the duty. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. That is true; nobody would suggest that the 
tariff had anything to do with that; but the suggestion was 
that the demand and the price for timber would find its relation 
in the effort to purchase the timber in the forest reserves. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not understand how the 
question of a duty can have very much relation to this 25 per 
cent which is now under the control of the Government. It is 
constantly there. It may sell it at any price, or sell it as it 
chooses, or not at all; and it can not affect it, in my judgment 
either in the matter of producing it or anything else. It is ther~ 
under complete and absolute control 

The Senator from Minnesota says that the balance of timber 
outside of fore t reserves has now been gathered up by these 
monopolies; practically, as he says, all of it. So we have fir ·t 
the timber w.hich is in the pos ion of the State or the G~vern: 
ment, and second, the timber which is now under the control of 
the monopoly. They argue, then, that by taking off this duty it 
will con.serve or preserve the timber owned by these two great 
influences-the Government and the monopoly. 

As I have referred to the timber in the forest reserves, I will 
now refer for only a moment to the timber in the control of 
those who aTe called" monopolists." Do you thinkthat when you 
take the duty off of lumber, if there is a combination with 
reference to these prices, that you will confine it alone to the 
American side of the line? On the other hand, if there is a 
necessary reduction in the price of lumber, upon whom will it be 
visited? It will be· visited upon the man whose wages are re
duced in the mill. It will be visited, as it is in eve1-y instance 
where they are in control, as it is said they are in this instance, 
upon the man who does the work, because the profit will not be 
sacrificed by those who are in absolute and complete control of 
the situation if the two positions are correct. . 

Mr. President, I have occupied a longer time than I expected. 
I expect to return to this subject when we come to the ques
tion of the amount of duty upon lumber. 

Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. Mr. President, I wish to take up a few 
minutes' time in replying very brie:fiy to some of the arguments 
that have been given here in support of the old Dingley rates 
on lumber. There has been a great deal of discussion upon 
the proper construction to the Chicago platform. Everyone 
who has spoken upon the question of a high protective duty 
upon any article has insisted that the provision of the Chicago 
platform, standing first for protection, necessarily compels 
eyeryone who marched to the banner of protection to vote for a 
protective _duty on every article that could be considered in these 
tariff schedules. 

The Senator from Idaho has accused me, at least inferentially, 
of not following my own theories. I a.sk him what his opinion 
is about the necessity of a tal'iff upon binding twine? The com
mittee has reported in favor of placing binding twine on the 
free list. Does his allegiance to the principles of protection 
require him to put that upon the protected list? Certainly he 
is just as much bound to vote to put that article upon the pro
tected list as I am bound, being a protectionist, to vote to put 
lumber upon the dutiable list. 

l\Ir. President, the underlying principle of the protective policy 
is that it compels the consumer to pay an additional sum to-day, 
compels the greater number to pay a greater price for a given 
commodity to-day by an assurance that it will pay a less price 
for it to-morrow. That is the Republican policy, and reduction 
in cost has been its result wherever it has acted upon tbe great 
products of this country. No man can deny for a single 
moment that if we had remained a free-trade country we would 
be paying two or three or four times as much for all of the great 
manufactured articles that we use in the country as we are pay
ing to-day. But that does not necessarily mean that there sh.all 
be no free list upon the schedules that we are to pass upon. 

l\Ir. President, nothing is ever gained in debate by a misstate
ment of the position of your adversary, and yet in nearly all of 
the discussion upon this lumber question >ery few of those who 
have favor.ed the higher protective duties have correctly stated 
my position before the Senate. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
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.Mr. McOUl\fBER. J n·ied to make myself -absolutely clear in 

.the :very beginning of this discussion and to show why I ·belie\e 

.that the timber la.nds in this country should not be further :pro
tected. I could repeat that. 

The PRESIDING .OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the S.enator from Jdaho? 

1\Ir. 1\IcCUMBER. I yield, Mr. President. 
llr. BORAH. When I stated the i)Osition of the "Senator 

from Nor.th Dakota, I read from the Il.Eco.RD. I do not think 
be will contend that I misstated his j)Osition. 

Mr . .McCUMBER. If the Senator ·had stopped 'there, no com
plaint would bave been ma.de, but when the Senator goes further 
.than that and says tbat my position is inconsi tent, pecause I 
believe in closing up these mills and throwing these laborers 
~out of employment fur the benefit of the Canadian !Producer, 
then the Senator from Idaho :very er.roneous:tr states ;my posi
tion--

1\Ir. BORAH . .l\1r. J>resident--
J\Ir. 1\IoCUMBER. In one .moment. ·Because, J\.Ir. President, 

J bave made it as clear as it is possible for the English lan
;guage to make it, that in my candid judgment not .n single mill 
;will be closed. 

1\Ir. BORAH. I stated the position of the Senator, and then 
I stated my conclusions from his position. I am aware that 
he contends it would not .ha:ve that effect, but 1 did not myself 
.draw that inference .from his .position. 

Mr. 1\IcCUl\IBER. 1 said, and J ·state again, that the under
lying principle of the policy of protection to-day has no applica
.tion to the .lumber industry in the United States. I think I 
'gave the propositions the other day, in short statements, and 
as ·clear as I could -express it. 1: will reread those pacticula r 
-pi;opositions. 1 said: 

But whenever, by :reason ·of the exhaustion of the raw .material out 
of. which any article is manufactured, the price must become more 
and more to the customer, the xeason for the protection falls, and 
with it should fall the .duty which is given that protection. 

.I ;fiurther said : 
The third principle is that protection gives employment to our ·own 

.people. But here again it can only be justified when such .employ
ment can .either be increased by the ,protection or ,at least .remain .sta-
tionary. · 

There ls no economic gain which -decreases the .opportunity for fu
ture employment .in an exact :ratio to the increase .of present .employ
·ment. There is .no _ptlnciple of :protection .which wlll .sacrifice the 
"immediate futUl'e ..to ·the present. 

I gave it as my opinion that the exhaustion of the lumber 
supply in rthis country had gone on -to sucn an extent that the 
'time had arrived fa the bistory uf the conntry w.hen 1umber 
should no longer be protected. 

The senior Senator from .Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], in discussing 
.this subject, of .course, -discusses it from a standpoint that the 
timber ·resources of this country are practically inexhaustible. 
~f his proposition is tr.ue, there is not the slightest foundation 
.foT my ai:gU.ment. 'It seems to me 'that 1n a discussion of this 
matter we should consideT the proposition made by our oppo
_nents fairly and honestly. .The .Senator from West Virgipia 
.insisted that anybody who :thought that the lumber supp1y was 
:going to be exhausted in thirty or forty or one :hundred years 
·or in .two 'hundred years was laboring nnder a hallucination, 
and the Senator from Idaho, going one ·step further, and a 
pretty big step, insisted a few moments ago that theTe was no 
.more p.ro~ect of exhansting the timber supply of this ·country 
than .there is of exhausting the air that we breathe, ·.and that 
·anyone who takes a different view of that subject must be 
insane. 

l\Ir. President, there are a great many people wbo argue"this 
que tion upon the basis that anyone who 1disagree~ with :them 
to the slightest degree must be to that extent laboring lIIlder a 
hallucination, and if .they disagr~e entirely ·they .ha-ve -certainly 
gone mad. Anyone who takes that position .has reached a con
dition where his own sanity may be seriously questioned. 

But I want to go over this statement for a single moment, be
cause it all rests •upon the proposition as to whether or not the 
lumber supply will practically ·be exhausted in a very short 
time. If it is inexhaustible, it may well be protected. If it is 
.rapidly reaching a -state of exhaustion, Jt should not be pro
tected. 1 fiTst call attention to .Mr. Pinchot's testimony, .and to 
what he says with reference to 1.he lumber supply. The Senator 
from Idaho and the Senator from West Virginia may accredit it 
to his hallucination or insanity. J: notice that whenever he says 
that a 1higher duty upon lumber will conserve our forests -they 
:give him credit for sanity. They then ·admit that he has lucid 
.inter-rals. 

.Mr. President, I 'Will assume that he is reasonably ·sane all 1 

the time and quote from his .evidence up:on .the questlon .how , 

long the lumber supply -0f the 'country ·will continue. ~e says 
Jn these hearin.gB: 

As to the .gkowth on 1the total area ·of forest land in ·this country it 'is 
estimated at about 12 cubic feet per acre per annum. That is because 

..so much of the .forest is in bad condition. There probably would be 40 
cubic .feet per acre _per annum if our forests were properl_y handled. We 
are cutting •timber three and one-half times as fast as we .grow it, -and 
this is ·vel,'y rapidly Tedueing .the :supply. · 

I would aslr the Senator from [da.Qo, Is that 'Statement cor
rect or incorrect, that .we are cutting about t1rree ·ana a half 
times as rapidly .as we ,are ·producing? Tbat .does not take in 
fire ravages or any other destructive agency. 

Mr. BORAH. I cdo not ·kn0w wh-eth~r it :is correct or not, but 
I am willing to admit, for the sake of this argument, -that it is; 
and, being .correct, it is all the more necessary tbat we ·shall 
establish a . Jligh protective taTiff to induce the people to plant 
trees. 

Mr . . McCUl\fBER. That is, Mr. P.resident, .to ma~e tbe lum
ber so extremel;y bigh :that the .people <Will 'Plant t1·ees ior their 
crops instead of grain and other ·cereals. I .haTdly think the 
Senatur .can get very .many to iollow hlm in that argument. Mr. 
Pinchot :says : 

Of fill .the ":forests in :the ·united States about ·one-fourth of tbc 
acreage is J1eld by the Nation and the Stai:es and :three-fourths Jn 
private ow.nership. This three-fourths contain about 'four-fifths of 
1:he standing 'timber. 1t is safe to say that not to exceed 1 per cent 
of the privately ·owned timber is .being handled in a conservative way; 
the rest is being cut without any .reference ·to the future. About .18 
per cent of the .whole .area, including the national and state 'forests, is 
being handled in .a conservative way. - · 

And yet the Senator from Idaho insists that all 6r .practically 
all of these lumbermen are protecting the forests .so that tbey 
may raise another crop of trees. 

The rest is being cut without any .reference to th-e :ruture. About 18 
,per cent of the whole area, including the national and state .forest!.'\, is 
being handled in a conservative way. This means, briefly, that al
though •our forests ·at present are producing only one-third of what 
we use, we are ·still taking .no -thought of -the ::future and are allow
ing them to be destroyed, practically unchecked, except ·for the one
fourth of the total area that is in the .government or sta:te ownership, 
.so that :the rforest .situation is a most -serious one. ·we use four or five 
times as much rtimber -per 1!l:lllita as -the 0th.er large ;nations. 'Our 
whole civilization has been accustomed to an enormous use -of wooB, 
and when the shortage comes, as it is coming, it is .going .to .be a very 
serious one. The destruction uf om forests will also have -a ·very 
serious effect upon our water ·supply. We ·estimate now .that there is 
.in the neighborhood of 2,.5001000,0001000 .feet of :timber .in '.the United 
States. 

And I am specially desirous_, Mr. President, that those .Sen
ators wbo desire to consider this question from the standpoint 
of ibe conservation .of our lforests will at least have some idea 
of what timber we have and about :ho.w long it is liable to last. 

Mr. -BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. noes the Senator from North 

Dakota yield io the Sena tor from Idaho? 
Mr. McCUMBER. J yield, ..Mr. President. 
'.Mr. BORAH. I should like Ito .read here the p-osition ·of :one 

of the great furesters .of rt:he world in regard to ·what .I 1stated i.a 
few moments ago, if I do net interrupt the .Senator-.. 

Mr. MaCUMB.ER. I have no objection .at all. 
Mr. BORAH. Doctor Schenck says: 
The forest can be conserved only by the production of trees and 'by 

applying to -the •trees the rule of economic .sense. The gigantic fol'ests 
which now .stand we do .not mean to conserve them ; that ls not the 
idea. Those trees have -reached their I>rime, and those trees must be 
cut as :surely as wheat must be cut when it is :ripe. So it ·ls with 
timber. ·We ·have cut these matured trees, .and what •we want :to con
serve by national conseI'vation is not the trees, but the ,prodQctiv.eness 
of the .soil ; the production of trees and not the tree itself. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is no ·disagreement on that at all. 
I .am not assuming .that we will not cut :those trees that are 
.ripe, but I am .assuming that we will ·cut :them, and then I am 
estimating on that _proposition and that ru:gument, about how 
:long before they :will :be exhausted, and then I can apply the same 
argument to the matter of reforesting and see :bow long it will 
take us to grow those .trees. 

Mr. BORAH. l under.stood the Senator :to say that he ·did 
not take very much stook in the proposition uf -replanting. 

1\fr. l\fcCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I do not take a great 
.deal of stock in the matter of replanting; that is ·true. J take 
a great deal more stock, however, in the protection ·of that £ec
tion which has already been partially denuded, keeping :it .free 
from forest fires, keeping it free from the ravages of tbe lumber
men who 'W.ant to cut the trees as SDon as they can make a 
scantling out of them; and if we can do that, we can, in :a 
century -0r &>, _get pTetty fair forests where :they hav.e ·already 
·been ·denuded. Mi:. Pinchot says, fn11:her: 

:We estimate ;now :that there is in the Migh1TOrhood of 2,600,000 -
000,000 feet of timber in the United States ·and that the ttotal use pf 
wood for all p.urposes .is .about 100,000,000,000 ·feet a year. At .that 
-rate our fore.sts would be exhausted in about .twenty-fiv__e y,ears. 

__ • .. -- --
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That is, even at the present rate of consumption. 
As ·a matter of fact they will not be exhausted in that time, because 

of the growth which will take place and a lessened consumption caused 
by higher prices. 

Now, that is right along the argument that I have been 
making. I do not claim that we are going to exhaust all of 
our lumber supply in twenty-five or thirty years. I have stated 
again and again that as we near the completion of the exhaus
tion, we will send the prices up so high that we will be com
pelled to find other sources of building material. 

But there is no question in my mind that we are approaching very 
rapidly a position where we are going to suffer as a nation very se
riously from a shortage of wood. 

Now, this is by a government expert, whom I am assuming, 
for the purposes of this argument, to be absolutely sane. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\fr. Pre ident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if the 2,500,000,-

000,000 feet that the Senator speaks of is timber as contra
distinguished from hard woods that are used for other pur
poses-for instance, for fuel? 

Mr . .McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand it is in
tended to cover all; and the hundred billion includes lumber 
and wood used for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt a hundred billion is 
relatively <;orrect, although we use about forty billions of 
timber--

Mr. McCUl\IBER. About forty-two and a half billions, prob
ably, this year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The matter that I am interested in is as 
to whether two billion five hundred millions included all the 
woods of the United States, because if that is an estimate, 
made even by a scientist, it seems to me he is very far short 
of the mark. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is quoting the wrong figures 
entirely. The amount is given as two thousand five hundred 
billions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what I meant to say. 
Mr. 1\IcCUMBER. Kot two billion five hundred mil1ions. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I quoted the article correctly in the first 

place. I want to repeat it, and I want to say that, in my opin
ion, that must be far below the mark, if it includes all of the 
woods of the United States. 

l\Ir. McCUi\IBER. I do not think it is far beyond the mark. 
I want to call the attention of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEYBURN] to another pretty good authority upon the question 
of the denudation of the forests, not only of this country, but 
of the entire world. The Senator from Idaho in his flight of 
oratory asked us to designate a single thing that had ever yet 
been exhausted in the world; and because we were not ready 
to immediately say that any one of these great natural re
sources has ever so far been exhausted, it necessarily follows 
that they never will be exhausted. The argument of forty 
years ago was that the great forests of Minnesota were inex
haustible. 

The white pine is exhausted to-day, and the other pine is 
nearly exhausted in the States of 1\fichigan, Wisconsin, and 
Minnesota. That, it seems to me, ought to answer the very op
timistic idea of the Senator from Idaho, that there would be 
no immediate exhaustion of our timber supply. 

Mr. President, every argument that has been made in favor 
of the protective policy as applied to lumber has been an argu
ment based upon the inexhaustible supply of timber in the 
United States, and to that extent such arguments are without 
foundation. My argument, based upon the fact that the timber 
supply is about to be e.~hausted, has not been met in any single 
araument, but rather a>oided. 

i\fr. CLARK of Wyoming. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
l\fr. McCUMBER. I do. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that the United 

States bas in its timber reserves at present something like 
150,000,000 acres. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It has about 25 per cent. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of this probably 100,000,000 acres 

is in fact timber land. Has the Senator from North Dakota 
any information as to the comparative ai;nount of the timber 
land of Canada with the reserve timber land in the United 
States, leaving out of calculation the land held in private 
ownership in the United States? 

Mr. McCUl\fBER. I understand, as a general proposition, 
that the timber supply of Canada is about one-third of what the 
timber supply of the United States is. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then, the conclusion would be that 
the entire timber supply of Canada would be substantially 
equal to, and possibly a little more than, the reserve timber 
supply of the United States. The reserve timber supply of the 
United States being in such condition that it is impossible of 
exhaustion, it comprises an indefinite and indeterminate supply 
for the indefinite future. 

Mr. MCCUMBER. Let us suppose that there are a hundred 
million acres of actual timber. land that can not be entirely 
exhausted. That would not in fifteen years give us, at the 
present growing rate of consumption, one-tenth of the lumber 
that woulcl be necessary in the United States. 

Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from Idaho bas 
been along the line-and all of his arguments have been along 
that line-that there was no necessity whatever of conserving 
our forests, and that the world has never been injured by the de
foresting of any section. There was a conference held on the 
conservation of our natural resources at the White House on 
l\Iay 13, 14, and 15, 190 . One of the papers read was by Mr. 
R. A. Long. I understand that he is one of the men who has 
peculiar knowledge upon this subject, having made a great many 
reports upon i t, and being thoroughly acquainted with the 
subject-matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where is he from? 
Mr. l\IcCUMBER. He is from Kansas City. I want to read 

a little of what he says. He first speaks of the timber supply 
of the cities of Tyre, of Sidon, and of Joppa. Then, speaking 
further on that subject, he follows with this statement : 

The rain-bearing clouds still float above the mountains- of Syria; but 
they pass on over the bare and heated rocks, and the brooks and small 
streams of Palestine no longer exist, and throughout Syria stone 
furnishes the only material for building, and wood is as precious as 
silver. • 

May it not be true that the destruction of Tyre and Sidon was in 
great part in consequence of the destruction of these forests, which has 
rendered that country a barren desert, supplying a scanty sustenance 
to the sparse population-its beauty, its fertility, its usefulness gone? 
So the physical geographers assru·e us. 

In " Sinai and Palestine," by Dean Stanley, an authoritative record, 
appears the following : 

" The countless ruins of Palestine, of whatever date they may be, 
tell us at a glance that we must not judge the resources of the ancient 
land by its present depressed and desolate state. They show us, not 
only that ' Syria might support tenfold its present population, and 
bring forth tenfold its present product,' but that it actually did so. 
And this brings us to the question which eastern travelers so often ask, 
and are asked on their return, ' Can these stony hills, these deserted 
valleys, be indeed the Land of Promise, the land flowing with milk and 
honey?'" 

Speaking further on he says, referring to the ancient writers: 
Plato writes that the consequences of deforestation -is the "sickening 

of the country." Cicero, in one of his philippics, designates those en
gaged in forest devastation as the "enemies of the public interests." 

Mesopotamia, one of the most stedle countries in the East, was 
once praised on account of its fertility, where, according to H erodotus, 
" the culture of the grape could not succeed on account of the 
moisture;" and the Euphrates River, once the source of an ample 
water supply, is swallowed up in this desert. 

Greece shows the progress of a similar decadence. Sicily, once the 
never-failing granary of the Roman Empire, while it was well wooded. 
is now entirely deforested, and crop failures are the rule. Cresar and 
other Roman writers describe the " vast forests " throughout the entire 
territory. Since then thousands of square miles have been deforested. 
Many countries, where the destruction has been most reckles , have 
taken systematic measures to control the destruction and secure the 
reproduction of exhausted areas. To this they have been driven. not 
only by the lack of timber and fuel, but also by the prejudicial effects 
exerted upon the climate and the irrigation of the country by this 
denudation. 
· China has paid absolutely no attention to the preservation of her 

forests ; hardly a twig left in what was her great forest fields, while 
.Tapan, close by, has 59 per cent of her total area under forests, and the 
Government has reserved under its control a very la rge part of the 
whole. Compare the conditions of these two countries, side by side, 
and draw your own conclusions. 

Mr. President, there is an answer-not one answer, but many 
answers, and vivid answers-to the question of the Senator from 
Idaho as to whether at any place in the world the timber supply 
has. been exhausted. 

The junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. BORAH] insists that a 
hiaher duty, by advancing the price of lumber, will necessarily 
protect the forests of this country. I think that I have shown 
almost conclusively that the higher the price of lumber the 
greater devastation among the younger trees in tl.le forests; 
but if I have not made myself absolutely clear upon that voint, 
I want to call attention to the testimony given before the 
Ways and Means Committee by one who seemed to be pretty 
thoroughly acquainted with the matter. I now rend from vage 
3153 of the hearings the statement of Edgar H. Rucklin, of 
Ithaca, N. Y. He is· dealing mostly with the lumber districts 
of l\Iaine, Vermont, and New Hampshire, where it is claimed 
that we need the higher protective duty in order to utilize all 
of your larger trees and not leave some of them to rot 111lon 
the ground; and here is what he says: 

Experience and observation show that when there is a demand for 
lumber of that (low) grade at a good . profit there is also a demand 
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for lumber from small trees, and trees that should be left standing for 
the future supply are alt cut into lumber, even trees of 5 inches diame
ter on the stump, and the forest is denuded. 

Again he says: 
One of the reasons of the large supply in the market of low-grade 

lumber is that, on account of the high prices that have prevailed, a 
large proportion of lumber has been cut that should have been left 
s.ta.nding for future growth. 

I think those extracts answer the claim of the Senator from 
Idaho. Again ~Ir. Bucklin says: 

"When only the larger timber was taken, several · cuttings were made 
a1: different times frrun the same land, and the tops and stumps were 
finally used up, as has been done generally in the State of Michigan. 

The tariff on low-grade lumber tends to increase the destruction and 
cutting of small trees and the consequent destruction of the future 
forest. Canada more wisely admits all those grades free of duty upon 
which oru· tariff is $2 per thousand in the rough and 3 per thousand 
tf planed, like common house studding, joists, rafters, and general 
dimensions. 

The result (of our policy) is that the public are forced to use at 
high prices a poor grade of lumber th.at will soon decay, and the future 
st1pply is exh:rusted in the destruction of the young trees. 

.Mr. Bucklin says that in New Hampshire 3-inch logs are cut,. 
and that in New York hemlock is cut if it will make a piece 4 
inches square and 10 feet long. "The cutting of small trees," 
he says, "is general throughout the eastern portion of our coun
try, and, in a Jesser degree, is taking place in the West." 

This is an answer, Mr. President, to the arguments that high 
prices will con~ve the forests. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. . .Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota. yieJd to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. l\Ic0Ul\1BER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. G.ALLIKGER. I think the gentleman from whom the 

Senator from North Dakota quotes is laboring under a misap
prehension so far as New Hampshire is concerned. In New 
Hampshire we ha'le a state forestry commission, and, in addi
tion to that, we have a -volunteer forestry commission, made up 
of public-spirited men of means, who are de-voting their time, 
or a portion of their time, to solving this problem. The result 
is that in New Hampshire, under the direction of these two 
forestry commissions, .our forests are being very largely con
sened. In addition to that, we are reforesting to a very con
siderable extent. The forester of the state forestry commission, 
an educated forester, is giving a great deal of his time in that 
direction.. Of course, there .may have been instances where 
small trees have been cut in New Hampshire, as doubtless they 
have been everywhere, but the policy of the State is against 
lumbering ill that way, and we are doing the very best we can 
to provide for the future by ta.king ca.re of the younger trees. 

Mr. ELKINS. l\fr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from West Virginia'? 

Mr. MoCU:MBER. I yield to the Sena.tor. . 
Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the theory of conserving the 

forests, according to the Se-nator's argument, would place the 
burden on the individual owner. It happens that the individual 
purchases these timber lands the same as the fa.Tmer purchases 
his farm Jands, and he holds them as his only means of business, 
to help. raise his family. Now, the Senator wants to put the 
burden of preserving or conserving the standing timber by hav
ing it free, so as to let in foreign lumber, as I understand him, 
the ultimate object being to prolong the life of the timber-in 
other words, conserve the same, make it last longe1 .. 

In all other countries the conservation of forests and natural 
resources is the cone.em of the state and not of the individual. 
The Senator's argument leads to the injury of the individual 
to the extent of confiscation of his property in the public inter
est. What does he propose when the lumber of Canada and 
Mexico are exhausted? If these countries are to supply us, this 
must happen soon. The State must meet the question of con
serrntion and not the inilividual. We should not destroy the 
business of the timber owners, strip them of their industries 
and means of a livelihood by ma.king foreign lumber free in order 
.to conserve our forests. The duty of conservation of our tim
ber rests upon the Government and not the timber owner. 

I remember that in the Boer war, wh-en England wanted to 
raise money to carry on the wa1',' a duty o.f 1 shilling was pro
posed -0n all exports of coal. One of the arguments was that 
the cQal would be conserved by an export duty. If our Consti
tution permitted, the Senator might be nearer right if he pro
posed an export duty on lumher rather than let the burden fall 
npon individual owners by making it free and foreign lumber 
take our markets. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We can not have an export duty under 
the Constitution. -

governments; but if we could, it would not be good p<rllcy, nor 
fair and just, because it would be placing a burden belonging 

· to the Government on the individuaL · 
l\Ir. OLA.PP. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yie.l'Cl. to the Senator from :Minnesota? 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. I yield to tbe Senator fronf l\linnesota. 
Mr. CLAPP. Waiving the constitutional difficulty of an ex

. port duty, I will ask the Se:.aatot· if it is not a fact that, rneftsur
ing the exportation of lumber from the United States to Canada 
in the last six years against the importation of lumber from 

, Canada to this country, an export duty would not have brought 
m:ore revenue to the Government? 

Mr. ELKI.l~S. We exported, if the Senator from North Da
kota will allow me-

Mr. "1\IcCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. ELKINS. We exported to Canada $15,000,000 worth of 

lumber last year, and that is a good deaL I d-0 not know pre
cisely what amount was imported from Canada, but I do not 
believe it was quite as much as that. 

What I want to say is tha.t the conservation of the forests 
is a matter of public concern, and properly ·so. Then why im-

. pose it on the individual! Men have invested all their fortrmes 
in the lumber busin.ess, and why should we tell them now that 
they can not carry on their industry the same as their neigh
bors engaged in other business? It is right to tell them, "You 
are to prolong the life of timber by having your business made 
a languishing one, by which you can make no money? " When
ever you have a man in a position where he can not make 
money, he will abandon th.e business. That does not apply, I 
am willing to say, to all the lumber industries of the United 
States; but as to those bordering on Canada and Mexico; that 
would be the result if we had free lum.be:r. 

1\Ir. McOUMBER. Mr. President, it has never occurred to me 
in this debate that it I could secure the adoption of this amend
ment I was going to render homeless all the people who own 
timber land or that I was going to pauperize the Weyerhaeuser 
interest that owns about one-seventh~ as I understand, of the 
entire timber supply of the United States, outside of what the 
Government owns, or that they would seriously suffer; nor do 
I believe that those men who bought their timber lands ten 
or fifteen years ago for about 15 cents })er thousand and have 
seen them increase in value about 2,000 per cent, would be seri
ously injm·ed if we should succeed in getting more lumber in 
from Canada. 

I have .stated again and again-and anyone who will study 
this question carefully will agree with me--that, considering 
the extent to which we a.re consuming our forests in the United 
States, considering the devastation of the forests in Canada, 
and the number of homes that are being built upon our western 
plains, under normal conditions in the next few years tile de
man-d is going to be greater than eve:r before, and that is itself 
a guaranty against a decreasing valuation of the lumber 
product. Those who have bought that product at almost noth
ing are not goi~g to lose anything if we succeed in holding the 
pdce down to about what it is at the present time. Everyone 
of us know that the value of. lumber for the last seven or eight 
years has been fixed, not entirely according to the question of 
supply and demand, but according to the limit of the ability 
of the American l)Bople to buy it. We were more prosperous 
from 1897 to 1907 than we had ever been before· in our history. 
• Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--

1\fr. l\IoCUMBER. Just a moment. We had more m-0ney than 
ever before; and, having more to. spend and making more, we 
could still live and pay those exorbitant prices; but that condi
tion could not continue forever; and e-ven before the expiration 
of the year 1907 the priee of lumber had already begun to go 
d-0wn, because it had got so high the people could no longer 
afford to purchase it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President-·-
The PRESIDING OFF.ICER. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly; I yield to the Senator . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to ask the Senator from North 

Dal,rota upon what theory his amendment proposes to strike out 
section 199, which seems to be applicable to the tropical hard 
woods? 

Mr. 1\.IcCU1\1BER. I do not seek to strike it out. The amend
ment should not include paragraph 199. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If paragraph 199 is retained in the amend
ment, it would place on the free list tropical hard woods in all 
stages of manufacture. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The amendment was not intended to eover 
that 

l\Ir. ELKINS. No; of course we cn.n not lay an export duty, 
.as it is against the Constitution; but that is the theory of other , 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to ask the Senator upon what 
theory he omits para.graph 202 from his umen.dment? 
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Mr. McCUMBER. That paragraph, Mr. President, covers the other, he can present his arguments, and I for one will listen 
articJ.es upon which considerable labor has been expended. to them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. More labor than on clapboards or shingles? Mr. President, I do not know that there is any necessity o:ii 
l\lr. l\lcCUMBER. I think so. "Hubs, for wheels, posts, discussing the matter any further. I appreciate the fact that 

beading bolts, stave bolts, last blocks, wagon blocks," I ·con- with the solid wall of protection on lumber which I find on both 
sidered that th11t is not the lumber that is in general use. sides of this Chamber, the chances of the adoption of this 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. On what theory do you put stave bolts on amendment are not very bright, but I did wish to present my 
the dutiable list and put staves on the free list? · reasons for asking that lumber be placed on the free list, and I 

1\Ir. McCUl\IBER. I would state, Mr. President, that this feel that all those reasons are absolutely valid. 
matter is as it came over from the House. I have not tried to Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if an amendment were pre
change it, because I did not consider that any of the articles sented here to put lumber on the free list, as that expression is 
mentioned there were of such general use as to require an understood in some sections of the country, it would appeal 
amendment. very strongly to me as a thing that might properly be con-

Mr. DOLLIVER. Staves on the free list did not come over siclered; although I am bound to say that the amendment 
from the House, but that change seems to be accomplished by which has been offered by my friend from North Dakota [Mr. 
one of the provisions of the Senator's amendment. l\lcCUMBEB] reaches out in so many directions, covers such n 

Mr. McCU.MBER. I do not think the same rules apply to the great variety of things about which there has not been any. 
articles mentioned in this provision that apply to all this other public discussion, so far as I ha>e heard, that I shall have 
lumber that I ha>e been discussing. very great difficulty in supporting that amendment in gross; 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But you strike out the paragraph which and I desire to say a word or two about the lumber duties 
provides a duty on staves, and at the same time leave the themselves. 
paragraph which preserves a very considerable duty on the The doctrine of protection, which has always been attractive 
material out of which they are made, which would seem fa- to me, is national in its scope. There has never been any de-
vorably to affect the stave industry of some other country. mand in the State of Iowa for any duty upon lumber. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. I do not think that is correct. Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President--
Mr. DOLLIVER. Is· it not true that your amendment puts The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Iowa 

sta >es on the free list? yield to the Sena tor from Minnesota? 
Mr. l\IcCUMBER. My amendment relates to paragraphs 197, Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 

199, 200, 201, 203, 204, and 205. Mr. CLAPP. I want to suggest to the Senator that it strikes 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Your amendment strikes out paragraph me that the proper place to begin with this thing is just where 

204, which includes staves of wood of all kinds. That trans- .the Senator from North Dakota proposes to begin; and if that 
fers them to the free list, if your amendment prevails; but be adopted, there will then be abundant time to preserve or to 
you have omitted to put on the free list the materials out of develop a condition that will preserve the proper relation be-
which they are made. tween those products of lumber and the lumber itself. 

Mr. McCU.MBER. There would be nothing against that. Mr. DOLLIVER. There is some force in that, but it is not 
That would be no criticism, certainly, that while the material probable that it will reach that stage. 
might be admitted fre·e the product should not come in free, Mr. CLAPP. It is not probable if it is not favored; but it 
after labor had been expended upon that material. does seem to me that it is hardly the ·way to get at it, to go to 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the material has already had a good throwing bricks at the other end of the house. 
deal of labor expended upon it. The stave bolts are in the Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to throw any bricks. 
process of manufacture. Mr. President, I do not myself believe that the American 

l\lr. McCUMBER. Well, Mr. President, I suppose the wood people ha>e made up their minds to do a harsh and injurious 
is in the process of manufacture the moment the tree is cut thing to any community in the United States. I have spent a 
down, but nevertheless it is not manufactured by being merely good deal of time in studying the operation of our lumber tariff. 
split into bolts. There never was a time in the history of the Go>ernment, from 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I would like to ask the Senator another 1842 until to-day, when lumber was dutiable at all, that it was 
question. He seems to put staves ori the free list, without dis- not dutiable at a higher rate than it is now. The duties on lum
turbing at all the duties that are provided · for barrels, casks, ber and the products of wood entered in.to the tariff of 1842 and, 
and the things manufactured out of staves. except under the Wilson bill, stayed there throughout the whole 

Mr. McCUMBER. l\Ir. President, raw cotton is upon the free period of subsequent tadff agitations, now for nearly three
list and manufactured cotton is upon the dutiable list. The quarters of a century. I do not think those duties are needed 
same reasoning would apply to this. I have cited the Senator now as they we1:e in those early times, and yet there are corners 
to those cases in which there has been considerable labor ex- of our country where they may be needed now. ~ 
pended, and I do not wish to take them off the dutiable list. There has ne>er been an imported board brought into the 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I have always understood State which I have the honor in part to represent. There never 
that the putting of the duty upon the material out of which a will be, whether lumber goes on the free list or not. No man 
thing is made naturally results in a somewhat higher duty upon can hring in a board from Canada or from any other section of 
the finished product. I think I have heard the Senator make the outside world and sell it, except through the mercantile 
that general obseHation. Yet I find that he has taken all these organizations, which control the distribution of lumber in the 
materials out of which barrels, casks, and boxes, and doors, United States. So I do not feel as if I could state to the public 
sash, and blinds, and things of that sort are made, and con- that putting sawed boards on the· free list would operate to 
veyed them to the free list, and left these high rates of duty un- disturb the lumber prices which prevail in the community in 
disturbed on the materials out of which they are made. which I resfde. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, Mr. President; I have also included Lumber was put on the free list in 1894, and I was so inter-
the lumber that goes into sash and doors and into many other ested to observe the effect of that provision of law that I made 
manufactured articles, and have asked that it be put upon the long journeys to the frontier to see how the lumber duties were 
free list; but I am not asking that the sash or the doors or opera.ting, or, rather, how the policy of free trade in rough 
anything manufactured from that lumber should be put upon lumber was operating. At the city of Duluth I found a bridge 
the free list. being built of lumber, connecting the city of Duluth with the 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is the very point to which I desire <:ity of Superior, a magnificent structure over a mile long, con-
to call the Senntor's attention. necting two of the greatest lumber yards in America, but being 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understood the Senator-- constructed out of lumber brought in from Georgian Ilay, not-
Mr. DOLLIVER. · The duties on sash, doors, blinds, and ,withstanding the fact that grass and oats were growing on the 

furniture and all that have been carefully and, as we supposed, tops of the most imposing piles of sawed lumber there that I 
scientifically, laid, in view of preserving certain duties on lum- eYer looked at in my life. 
ber as the product out of which they are made; but the Senator Mr. CLAPP. I want to ask the Senator--
puts the material on the free list without giving attention, it The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ivwa 
seems to me, to the effect it might have on the propriety of the yield to the Senator from :Minnesota? 
rate on the finished products. Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

:Mr. McCUl\IBER. :Mr. President, if the Senator was very de- l\Ir. CLAPP. I want to ask the Senator why that was? Does 
sirous of maintaining a proper ratio between the raw product he- not realize that that was done before the system had devel
and the finished product, if we should adopt an amendment pro- oped of bringing that long timber from the :F'ar West which 
viding for the raw product, it would then be time enough to we now get? . 
consider the proper differential for the manufactured product; I Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not know, but I remember the im
but I propose to take only one proposition at a time; and then pression it made upon my mind, that while it did not affect my 
1f this should be adopted, if the Senator thinks we should lower own people in the community where I lived, it might operate 
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ad-versely to the people who were trying to conduct the lumber 
business along the Canadian frontier; and I have never been 
surprised that the people of l\faine, Vermont, and New Hamp
shire have felt less inclined toward free lumber, notwithstand
ing the rapid disappearance of their own forests, than some 
other sections of the country have been. 

I went out to the Pacific coast and there had an opporhmity 
to see how free trade in lumber was working on that far-off 
boundary of the United States. I was impressed by the fact 
that the remnants of Canadian lumber yards in llritish Co
lumbia, in queer-looking craft of one sort and another, were 
being carried into every harbor of our Pacific Ocean under a 
foreign flag, sneaking even into Seattle and Tacoma, into San 
Francisco, Los .Angeles, San Diego, and down that shore, de
livered to our people in the place of that which ""as for sale 
in lumb·er yards in all those cities, but which could not be sold 
in the face of this competition. 

To-day, if lumber goes on the free list, it might seem that 
it would not seriously affect those good people in Washington 
and Oregon, and yet it must be evident that lumber taken out of 
Vancouver Island and out of British Columbiu ports can be 
carried down the Pacific coast in cheap Yessels under a foreign 
register, with a freight rate discriminating in their favor •ery 
largely compared with our own coastwise freight rates. We might 
create the very singular situation there of people living outside 
of the United States enjoying a rate for ocean transportation 
based upon the standard fixed by tramp steamers, taking lumber 
from Vancouver Island and from British Columbia into ewry 
seaport -of the Pacific coast, to the disadvantage of our own 
people who are manufacturing lumber at Portland and Seattle 
and in northern California. 

l\lr. President, I ham often said to our people that if I 
could see any ·distinct and certain advantage to them in put
ting lumber upon the free list, I would be very much inclined 
to help them without inquiring yery closely into how it would 
affect other sections of the country. , But the more I have 
thought about the lumber question the more I ha\e come 
toward the conclusion that what is proposed to be done in the 
amendment which has been offered by my honored friend the 
Senator from :North Dakota will probably do the people whom 
we try to serve no good or little good, and at the same time 
may be a harsh and injurious stroke against our friends who 
have gone out into the mountain country and into the Pacific 
coast counh·y and have there built up this great industry. 

It is the fourth industry of the American people-agricul
ture, the metals, the textiles, the manufactures based upon 
wood. It employs nearly a million men in the United States. 
It has invested nearly a billion dollars. It has a product 
which makes it the fourth industry of our people. 

The census of 1900 shows that at that time it was the chief 
manufacturing industry of 31 States of the Union, including my 
own, and an important industry ·in e\ery State of the Union 
and in every Territory and in all our islands of the sea. 

I doubt very much whether we approach the problem with 
wisdom when we take this article, representing such an in
vestment and such an employment of labor so widely scattered, 
and put it upon the free list, without any regard to the in
fluences that afford either the labor it employs or the capi
tal that is invested in it, and without any attempt to secure 
from Canada a corresponding concession. I confess that I am 
in very strong sympathy with those of our fellow-citizens who 
are trying to make their living in remote regions of our coun
try. Many of them have gone to Idaho, Washington, and 
Oregon from my own State, and without exception they 
look upon this policy as damaging to them. They say that the 
market which they ha\e on the Pacific coast is their basis of 
profitable operation. 

It is that market which underlies the pe.rmanent and steady 
prosperity of their industry. They say that free trade in lum
ber would expose their local market throughout the whole 
length of the Pacific coast to an immediate and damaging in
vasion from the coasts of British Columbia. 

l\Ir. 1\IcCU.l\IBER. l\fr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? -
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. I do. · 
Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to ask bow that possibly can be, 

when those same sections are exporting to .Aush·alia and to 
Asia generally at least three times as much as the Canadians 
are exporting and are selling it in competition with British 
Columbia in all the foreign markets? 

Mr. DOLLIVER That is the exact question which I asked 
in more than 20 sawmills on the north Pacific coa.st. They 
said that the mills in Canada were sending to England and to 
their own eastern seaboard the first-class lumber which they 
produced, and the tragedy of the situation was that they were 

unloading on the coast cities of the United States the remnants 
of their lumber yards which they could not sell either in London 
or in Montreal! So we had the strange spectacle of our own 
industry prejudiced and in some cases totally destroyed, as they 
informed me. 

Now, my doctrine of protection is as broad as this continent. 
If this doctrine is cast away where these scattered sawmills are 
concerned, it would ~ difficult to find any place for its ap
plication. 

I do not propose, making an honest and conscientious study as 
I have tried to make of our industrial system, to intentionally 
expose to loss or injury even the humblest occupations of the 
American people ; and ·hard as I have tried ' to get the consent 
of my own mind to it, I am not willing to take this industry, rep
resenting so vast an investment, representing the employment of 
so great an army of hard-working people, and put it in uncondi
tionally upon the free list. It ought to retain a small duty at 
least, a duty large enough to be of consequence, when we seek, 
as we surely will at some time, a more reasonable trade rela
tion with Canada than now seems probable. If a present of 
the revenue now derived from the lumber duties is to be made 
to citizens of Canada, we ought surely to accompany the gift 
with a request for reciprocal concessions on the same articles 
exported into the Dominion over duties very much larger than 
we now exact from these people. 

The rates proposed are materially reduced from existing law, 
but not excessively cut down. I do not believe there is such a 
difference between the industrial situation on the two sides of 
the Canadian line as some have stated. Not only is the reduc
tion of e..~isting rates upon rough lumber possible, but a corre
sponding and well-considered readjustment of rates upon lumber 
in various stages of finishing ought to be made. I should like to 
see that done. I should like also, although I indulge in a very 
vain hope I am afra.id, to see the duty upon lumber assessed 
upon the value of the product, so that we would not have the 
rates very high on some grades and very low on others. I should 
like to see carried out in the lumber schedule the principle for 
which I contend in all the great schedules of this tariff law--~-a 
reduction of rates, an equalization of rates, a modernization, if . 
you please, of the system, so that it may stand the criticism that 
will fall upon it during the next ten years. I do not believe a 
step in that direction is taken when industry so universal as this 
is throughout this country is selected to be sacrificed. 

I do not agree with those who think that the $1 rate fixed 
by the House is an excessiYe duty on lumber. I know that 
there i sold ·in Chicago lumber which pays the duty and pays 
a freight, and so small is the freight rate and so small is the 
duty that it effectually displaces sawed boards from all sections 
of the Southern States. But I do not intend to suggest that the 
rate of duty ought to be made so high that lumber from Louisi
ana can be put into Chicago on the same terms that lumber 
comes there now from Georgian Bay. Such a thing would not 
be practicable. But I wish this moderate duty, which is too 
low for full protection and too low even for maximum revenue, 
preserved as fixed by the House, so that the coast cities of 
America and the border line between us and Canada may not 
be subjected, in hard times, to the process of dumping the refuse 
of foreign lumber yards, which can not be sold advantageously 
in other markets. 

1\fr. CL.A.PP obtained the floor. 
Mr. PILES. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 
Mr. CL.APP. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. PILES. I wish to correct a statement made by the Sen

ator from Minnesota for the benefit of the Senator from Iowa. 
He asked him the question if he did not know that in 1894 the 
mills on the coast were not in a position to furnish the long 
timber required. 

Mr. CL.APP. Before that is answered I want to disclaim ask
ing any such question. 

Mr. PILES. What was your question? 
l\fr. CL.APP. I asked him if he was not aware that the 

system under which that long timber was brought into use had 
not been introduced. · . 

1\Ir. PILES. We had mills on Puget Sound in 1 94, and 
many years before that, prepared then, as they are now, to pro
duce the long timber the Senator referred to. The Great North
ern Railway Company ga:ve us a rate in 1 93, which was in 
force in 1894, which enabled us to h·ansport timbers of the char
acter referred to across the continent. 

Ur. CL.A.PP. The dates furnished by the Senator agree with 
my view that the rate was to go into effect in 1893, but it 
takes time to develop a system by which you can bring that 
product .across to the center of this continent. I live in that 
section and I saw the lumber, and it was only afterwards that 
the system was developed and that it was brought there to any 
extent. 
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Mr. President, I think the Senator from Iowa !has laid down, have passed; and to-day, despite the criticisms or the sugges
for .once, the correct rule upon which to base <>Ur judgment. tions of others, I still maintain that it was that law which 
If he belim·es, as he undoubtedly does, what he states as to the · went far toward reviving the decayed :and paralyzed industries 
condition, then he is warranted in ·rnting .as he follows that of this country. 
judgment. I can not believe that. I want to remind the Senator But, Mr. President, there 'Came a time when the men who 
from Iowa that he :and I were together in a struggle in the got the indirect benefits of this system began to see a great 
Senate at a time when we were about all there was of it for a process not only by which great fortunes were made, but by 
year or two, when men whose great success in life seemed to which they began to feel here · and there a limitation upon the 
entitle them to be regarded as oracles in their business, as the . individual activity .and the individual rights of the American 
-success -0f the lumbermen to-day would ~ntitle them to be re- citizen, and then began this demand for a revision of the tariff. 
garded as oracles. '!'hey came here and the Senator from Iowa l\fr. President, it meant something. The great United States 
and myself heard the mme story from those men, :and with Steel Company was not demanding a revision of the ta.riff. 
all the prestige of their great succe~s they predicted disaster The lumber interests of this country were not demanding a re
.would follow as the rernlt of our effoL·ts. They undertook to vision -0f the tariff. None of the great industries were demand
enunciate that as an infallible statement upon their part, based ing a revision. Then, from whom came the demand? It must 
npon their knowledcre of the situation. The Senator knows that have proceeded upon the theory that somehow in the growth 
we went through that struggle, that month after month and of this great industrial life conditions had changed and a 
yeat· after year we gradually gained strength until finally we change was necessary in the tariff itself. 
passed a law, :and he knows that the predictions and prophecies The national convention m~t last summer and made its decla.
of those men who claimed the right to prophesy, based upon ration not in response to' the demand of the great protected 
their great success, and who would hardly permit humble men · interests in this country, but in response, if in response to any
like him a.nd me to challenge their judgment~ failed after all. thing, to the demand of the people. The Senator from Idaho 
It may be, l\fr. Pre ident, that to-day the men who have sue- this mo.ruing suggested that there was nothing to respond to; 
cessfully managed the lumber business may be mistaken in that it was the product of a fear; but, anyhow, it came from 
that fear born of excitement incident to this tariff debate. n source other than the protected industries of this country, 

Mr. President, el'erything has a beginning, although it may and it meant something. 
sometimes look to us here as though some things will nel'er have I have watched for years the course of our President. I have 
fill ending. This tariff discussion had a beginning. I have _seen him in almost every capacity that a public man holds, 
been entertained somewhat in this Chamber. I have sat here except that of legislator, and I yet have to see that IQ.an show 
and listened to arguments made for protection by those who are any -evidence of acting or making promises because of the 
opposing us in our attempts at revision, and I ha-rn seen the nod shadow of a fear. That promise at Chicago was made in ac
of approval -0f Eastern Senators, as though those arguments cord with his will and purpose, undoubtedly, because he was 
wei-e noveL They are not new, original, or noveL They are recognized then as the certain candidate of the party that made 
the arguments that haye been made out in the Middle West for the promise. 
years, the arguments we have used. He emphasized that promise upon the platform, and -0n the 

I was somewhat interested by the senior Senator from New 4th day of March, if the senior Senator from New York had been 
York :[.Mr. DEPEW], who told of the many years he had borne here, he would have listened to the words of our President 
aloft the banners of protection, and how he conjured us to when he reviewed the question of the revision -0f the tariff. It 

. stand by the men who in all these years had borne aloft those was the plain, unmistakable import of those words that the 
·banners, and he referred to my speech as an effort to differen- spirit of that revision should be a downward revision. It was 
tiate between the producer and the consumer. It may sound not to strike down American industries, for I do not believe 
egotistical, but I submit that my analysis here, made on the there is a man Qn this :fl'oor who would uphold such a policy. I 
7th day of May, that the interests of the consumer and producer stand here in the presence of my Democratic friends and say 
were interwoven from one ocean to the other has not been sur- I do not believe there is a man on the other side of this Oham
passed in any of the outbursts of eloquence in defense of pro- ber who would knowingly strike down an Ameri~an industry. 
tection made here since that day. When we talk of revision within the limits of that promise we 

While it is true that the Senator from New York may ha\e , must remember that that promise all the time implies the pro
held aloft the banners longer than some of us, he has not held tection of our industries within the limits prescribed in the 
them in the fray where we have held them aloft. It is one platform, the difference in the cost of production here and 
thing, sir, to talk protection to the people who, on the T"ery first abroad. . 
~ntry made upon their ledger, can see the advantage of protec- I shall not probably repeat that declaration. I shall sit here 
tion and to talk protection to men who can only see that from this time on and let men float into this Chamber and make 
advnntage as it comes indirectly to them in the widespread a set speech suggesting and perhaps broadly announcing that 
prosperity of a country a year or two years after the man who we have abandoned this principle, and probably I shall not reply 
is the direct beneficiary of it sees that adrnntage. to it, for I think perhaps little is gained by that kind of a dis-

The Senator from New York has preached protection where cussion. 
the \ery first entry on the ledger shows the advantage of pro- Let us apply this principle to the lumber industry and what 
tection. We have preached it where it took one and two years do we find? We find that in 1897 under the stimulus of the 
for the indirect benefit of protection to reach the people among combined activities of this country the lumber industry sprang 
whom we have held aloft the banner. I want to say, in all up and devel-Oped as it had never deTeloped before. We find in 
kindness to him, that I thought then, and I think now, it comes addition to that the price going skyward on lumber; and, gentle
with ill grace from him to characterize himself as the life-long men, we find in addition to that that we face a constantly de
cllampion of protection and to make the suggestion that we have creasing supply. 
abandoned the principles of protection simply because we insist Protection means not alone protecti-on to the man who is 
that the promise to revise the tariff .shall be carried ()Ut in operating a sawmill, but it means the application of that prin
the spirit in which it was made :and accepted. dple in its broad application to the American people. One ele-

I hear every day on this floor the assertion made that there . ment of that protection is the conservation -0f the forest prod
are so many hundred millions of dollars invested in .an enter- ucts of this country. The Chief Forester has come to this body 
prise; that there are so many thousand men employed in that and the other with a suggestion that it will conserve the forest 
enterprise. I witnessed last Saturday a strange spectacle to products of this country to stimulate the cutting ,of timber. It 
be witnessed within protection ranks. Two Senators were is a novel pr-0positi-0:n, indeed, that you will conserve timber by 
-each claiming that he bad Yoted for more things for the other making it important and gainful to the man who cuts the tim
than the other had voted for things for "him. Mr. President, ber to cut all he possibly can of the timber. 
that is not my idea of protection. Unless protection can be It shows, Mr. President, one of the faults -0f our Government, 
as wide as the country it has no justification. The fact that and that is, vesting either by direct law or eTen in a quasi 
men hav.e invested in .:in enterprise is no warrant for a turiff official capacity in any man outside of Congre s the prerogative 
unless that tariff is actually needed to preserve and maintain of advising Congress. I hold that man in high regard. I am a 
the integrity of that industry within our midst. thorough friend to forestry, although I do believe that, differing 

In 1897, after a long period of depression, the Republican in its relations to state lines from drainage and reclamation, it 
party came into power, and they passed :the Dingley tariff law . . should in the main be the subject of state supervision. In this 
That, in connection with some- changes in reference to our complex Government of ours we find excesses in the gr~at cities, 
financial system, was foUowed by a mar.elous development .and we find extravagance in the central government. We fincl 
1n this country. Prices bounded skyward as they never had the best result of responsibility in the state government. While 
bQunded before, and that has continued during all the years that it may perhaps savor a little 0£ heresy with reference to bygone 
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traditions, I run inclined to think that whatever a State can do 
it had better do, than to devolve the doing upon the Federal 
Government. 

_But to return to the proposition of conserving the forests, a 
new condition has grown up in. the lumbering business that has 
been lost sight of in this discussion, and that is that the lumber
men themselves, the great lumbermen of this country, are begin
ning to recognize the importance of preserving their timber and 
to treat it as a continued investment, not only for them but for 
those who are to come after them. Already to-day some of the 
greatest lumbermen of this country are pursuing a policy of cut
ting out the timber which has passed the point where it will im
prove in \alue, and preserving and retaining the timber which 
will hereafter gain in value. - . 

That is more potential as a principle, a factor in conservation, 
becau e that springs from the incentive of investment itself and 
not from any theory. Whatever we do to encourage that policy 
conserves forestry, and whatever we do to discoUI·age that pol
icy encourages the untimely cutting down of young and imma
ture trees. 

It does seem to me that there is an element which we ·are los
ing sight of. In the broad application of this principle we must 
recognize the interest to the American people of conserving the 
timber so far as it is practicable to do so, and we can not do 
that by stimulating the cutting down of.the timber. 

But some one says, "Well, you will lessen the production." 
Very little, indeed. I want to say to the Senate, I want to say 
to the Senator from Iowa-and he knows whatever I say I say 
in all graciousness of spirit and purpose-that with the grow
ing demand in this country for building material, with the 
lessening supply from day to day of the timber of the country, 
there is no danger of a foreign invasion of lumber that will 
materially interrupt . the present operation of the lumber 
industry. 

1\Iy friend from North Dakota sounded the keynote this 
afternoon when he said that he did not expect to reduce the 
price of lumber, but, if possible, to prevent its advance. 

Now, there is another thing, Mr. President, that I am going 
to take the liberty to suggest to the Senate. In the South 
there can not be any fear of Canadian competition. The only 
fear must be along the boundary line between the United States 
and Canada. We are peculiarly situated with reference to 
Canada. Wherever American timber touches Canada it touches 
Canadian timber. Wherever American mining interests touch 
Canada they touch Canadian mining interests, and all that 
separates them is an imaginary line. 

I invite the study of Canada to every student of government 
and statesmanship. They have one of the best governments in 
the world to-day. Their government has been characterized 
by a standard of statesmanship absolutely unknown to us in 
the vast multitude of our products. In the vast sweep of the 
American zone, from the Gulf to that northern line, there has 
come to us a development, of course, far in excess of any that 
Canada has experienced; but when you get down to the basic 
principles of applying government to the development of a 
country, we may well take lessons from Canada. 

They have so wisely administered their affairs that even 
with their narrow zone they are becoming a power which must 
be reckoned with. By wisely seeking their internal' develop
ment instead of wasting their strength and resources in military 
expenses they are to-day ready with a loyalty which wins ad
miration and with a generosity which is commendable-ready to 
help the mother country. 

There is another thing to be considered. Along this Canadian 
border, with nothing but an imaginary line to cross, it is idle 
in my judgment, and idle in my experience and observation, to 
talk about any great difference in wages on one side or the 
other. When a man, by a day's walk, can go from a mill on 
that side to a mill on this side, from a field on that side to a 
field on this side, that imaginary international boundary line 
will not maintain any very different scale of wages long upon 
one side or upon the other. And they are the same class of men. 
When we talk about a protective tariff and think of the over
crowded countries of Europe, of the cheap wage scale of Eu
rope-when we realize that the wag-e-earner in Europe must and 
oftentimes has to borrow and incur a great expense to come to 
this country-there may be wisdom in attempting to maintain 
an artificial wan between his country and ours. But when 
we look to sparsely settled Canada, when we look to a class 
of men ·enjoying a wage scale practically the equivalent of our 
own wage scale, it seems to me that sooner or later the Ameri
can people have got to recognize the impossibility of forever 
maintaining an artificial wall where there is no natural reason 
for_ the establishment or maintenance of that wall. 

In dealing with Canada, we are confronted by' two very 
peculiar conditions. One is governmental, and the other is 
economic. Under the government of Canada they can impose 
export duties. We can not. Under the government of Canada, · 
with the various Provinces of that country, one Province may 
have a tariff and another may not have a tariff. We can have 
no such condition as that. 

I want to say that what seems to be an advantage to America 
is Canada's advantage in the last analysis, and that is the 
greater wealth of the American manufacturer. Just as soon as 
he sees that it is advisable to cross that line and establish his 
factory there, he has the wealth with which to do it, as has been 
illustrated in the establishment on the Canadian side of agri
cultural-machine industries and investments. They have no 
such surplus capital with which to invade this side of the line 
with factories, and what at first blush would seem to be our 
advantage in our great wealth becomes a disadvantage when we 
realize that we must, by tariff legisiation-and it has got to be 
wise legislation-guard against American investment going 
over there. Yet without that tariff wall built along an imagi
nary line, with no natural difference, the manufacturer would 
retain his business here. 

Sooner or later, Mr. President, we shall have to recognize 
on a broader plane this natural relation to Canada. I predict 
here in the Senate to-day that the time will come when, even 
with the protective policy as firmly implanted as it is to-day 
in our general policy, yet in our tariff relation to Canada we will 
recognize that it must be limited largely to the basis of reve
nue as required by that country and this. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from .Minne

sota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator whether it is not a 

fact that that very cause has now operated to induce a great 
deal of American capital to go to Canada _instead of remaining 
here? 

Mr. CLAPP. It has caused some of that; and it has caused 
a great many others, who still retain their factories here, to 
go over there and build factories to supply the Canadian de
mand. It is an artificial line, and no genius can for any great 
length of time maintain that artificial line. Sooner or later we 
ha\e got to recognize that fact. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the lumber rate, applying 
what, to my mind, is the most satisfactory principle of all the 
evidence in this tariff discussion to the lumber question, I can 
see no necessity whatever for a tariff upon lumber, in view of 
the insignificant importation of lumber to this country and the 
vast production within our own midst. I want to tell the 
Senator from Iowa that a prominent lumberman once told me 
that Iowa itself was a market for more pine lumber than all 
the world outside of the United States. With that market to . 
supply, with this timber in our midst, with our mills here, with 
our in\estments here, with the demand increasing and the sup
ply diminishing, I do not believe that the American lumber 
interests will suffer one iota by taking off this duty. If I did, 
I would agree with the Senator. I would not stand here to 
strike down any industry. 

But . I want to remind the Senator that while · the fact is 
urged that millions are invested in this industry, that fact, 
instead of being evidence of the necessity of retaining the tariff, 
would rather indicate the successful and permanent character • 
of the industry and as no longer requiring this duty. It is 
more evidence, to my mind, of the ability of the industry to 
maintain itself. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne

sota yield to the Senator from Florida? 
1\Ir. CL.A.PP. With pleasure. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to ask the Senator from 

Minnesota if it. is not a fact that Canada imported into the 
United States more than four times as much lumber as the 
United States sent into Canada last year; and also if it is not 
a fact that the import duties of Canada are twice as great as 
the import duties of the United States? 

Mr. CLAPP . . .A.s to the first question, I can not answer defi
nitely. I can only answer it by saying that the total importa
tions into this country would not menace one great lamber plant 
in the country. As to the second, I agree with the Senator 
from Florida; and I have been arguing that at some time and 
in some way we have need to meet Canada upon a different 
basis. With . our population of 90,000,000 we may boast of our 
commercial superiority; but when we realize that we have tlie 
wealth to put into plants there· and that they will go to Canadn 
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if they are not operated here; when we realize that under their 
constitution they can impose conditions which we can not im
pose, we may as well open our eyes to the fact that we have 
got to meet this question, that we have got to get on a broad 
basis of dealing with Canada other than the narrow and arti
ficial one upon which we deal with Canada to-day. 

I say again, referring to the infinitesimal importation of 
lumber and the vast exportation of lumber from the Pacific 
coast to .other points, the fact that the boundary line is abso
lutely imaginary, and if we undertake to maintain a higher 
scale of wages on this side, a day's walk would bring laborers 
to om· mills-in view of these facts and circumstances, I do 
not believe that it is necessary or important to maintain this 
tariff. 

When it comes to differentials, I invite the attention of the 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. Roox] to the table of fig
ures before me, which shows that the very first differential is 
in itself practically sufficient to minimize the importation of 
fini hed lumber from the Canadian side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when this· bill is passed, the 
protection clock strikes 12. The American Congress will never 
again, within the life of the youngest in this Chamber, be called 
upon to consider a tariff bill with rates approaching those speci
fied in the measure now under consideration. The differences 
which hm·e manifested themselves among Senators on the other 
side have been pronounced, and, in my judgnient, some of them 
are irreconcilable. The difference between the high protection
ist of New England and the moderate protectionist of the 
.l\fiddle West can not be accommodated by raising duties, and 
the only accommodation possible is on a basis of reduction. 

Those differences themselves would have made division enough 
in the Republican party ; but they might have been compro
mised, because both sides profess-and I will agree both sides 
are sincere in professing-themselves protectionists. Agreeing 
on the principle, it would not be difficult, perhaps, for New 
England's representatives to make concessions in rates that 
would measurably satisfy their Republican associates of the 
Middle West; but when the free-trade doctrine once finds a 
lodgment, as it has on the other side of the Chamber, then no
body can compute the trouble which they are destined to en
counter. 

Whenever one Republican reaches a point where be wants 
free trade in what he buys and protection on what he sells, the 
entire system is doomed. Our New England friends for many 

- yea.rs have been gradually and effectively impressing upon their 
party associates the manufacturers' doctrine of free raw mate
rial, and while the Republicans of the West, the Middle West, 
and the farther West have steadfastly and sturdily resisted that, 
it has still made great progress, as is evidenced by the free list 
of the pending bill. Our friends of the Northwest have learned 
that free trade is an excellent thing for purchasers, and now 
they imitate the wisdom, not to say the selfishness, of their 
New England neighbors by demanding the right to buy what 
they need free of duty. 

How long, l\Ir. President, can these warring factions live 
peaceably in the same party? Just as certainly as this bill 
passes-and it is as certain to pass as that time endures-it 
marks the hopeless division of the Republican party on the 
tariff question. · 

The Senator trom Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], if the news
papers are to be believed, will not be with us when we make the 
next tariff bill, for the report runs that he has resolved to retire 
and enjoy his well-earned rest. 

So, when the next tariff bill is framed-in ten or twelve years, 
as will be the case, judging the future by the past-from his re
tirement he can witne.ss the struggle, and he will witness the 
next struggle for duties very much lower than those for which 
the Republican protectionists of the Middle West now contend. 

The country is resolved on that. That is the explanation of 
why there are so many revisionists on the other side. I do not 
mean to say that the people have made these Senators revision
ists; but I am willing to say these Senators have made the 
people revisionists. It is not merely a response to public senti
ment that induces so many Republican Senators to stand here 
and denounce these exorbitant duties, but it is an obedience to 
their own convictions; and it was in following those convictions 
that they have addressed their people and created a widespread 
and irresistible demand for this revision down. 

Of course I would be better than human if I could find it in 
my heart to regret the division that exists among our friends on 
the other side, because out of that division will come many ·good 
results. First will come the success of an opposition party; ancl 
the success of an opposition party from time to time is desirable 
in this country. No party was ever, and no party will ever be, 
good enough to be trusted with the unbroken confidence of the 

American people for a long period. It is in the nature of men; 
if clo~hed with power for many years they will not r emember 
their responsibility to the people. 

The next good result undoubtedly will be a very great reduc
tion in our tariff duties, and a corresponding relief for the con-
sumers of the United States. · 

Mr. President, I have been somewhat entertained by the 
argument between our friends as to whether lumber was entitled 
to protection or not, and yet when I look at the rate of dut:Yi 
now imposed upon it I find that the duty on rough lumber is less 
than 12 per cent, and that that 12 per cent duty on lumber 
pours into the Treasury of the United States the splendid sum 
cf $1,700,000. Upon the entire lumber or wood sclledule-most 
of it lumber-the average duty will not be much more than 12 
per cent, and on that moderate duty the Government collects 
more than $3,000,000. -

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 

yield to the Sena tor from Minnesota? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr. CLAPP. I want to ask the Senator whether, in reaching 

that conclusion, he takes into account the proposed rate on fin
ished lumber? It may be that he does. I ask it more to get 
the information than through any criticism. 

Mr. BAILJPY. Yes, sir; and, Mr. President, I want to say 
that, of course, the differential for which the distinguished Sena
tor from New York [Mr. RooT] contended this morning, and the 
differential for which other Republican Senators will contend, 
does not appeal in any degree to me. A differential duty is 
essentially and purely a device of protection. I can understand 
how no consistent protectionist could vote against it, but I can 
not understand how any conisitent Democrat could vote for 
it. Our theory is to treat everybody alike; and if on a raw 
material worth $100 we levy a duty of 25 per cent, the importer 
pays to the Public Treasury $25. 

If he takes it to his factory and then through a process of 
manufacture adds $100 to the -value of the material, the duty 
ought still be 2-5 per cent; and the double value of the article 
would compel the importer to pay 50 to bring it in, and thus 
the manufacturer receives precisely the same return upon the 
value which he adds to an article as he paid on his raw material 
when he imported it. 

I would not vote for any schedule which recognizes and 
establishes a differential, because, like the compensatory duty, 
it is essentially and purely a method of protection. 

But Mr. President, I am not able to see how a Republican 
can contend that a duty _of less than 12 per cent, yielding more 
than $3,000,000, is a protective duty; and yet our friends on 
the other side have absolutely ignored the revenue phase of 
the question. The only suggestion that has been made on this 
floor to-day was that of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRA.H], 
who said that the duty was defensible, if on no other ground, 
for the sake of the revenue it yields. 

I want to show my Democratic friends-of course they Im.ow 
it just as well as I do, and most of them know it better-that 
in the Democratic tariff act of 1846, about which Democrats 
speak so often and about which they are justified in always 
speakin~, the duty on lumber was nearly double what it is 
in the existing law. Of course Senators all remember that 
the schedules of the Walker tariff act were not arranged ac
cording to the commodities or articles. There was no wool 
schedule, ·no metal schedule, and no earthenware schedule. 
The schedules in that act were arranged alphabetically and ac
cording to the rate of duty imposed, beginning with the Schedule 
A, which imposed the highest rate of 100 per cent, and that 
duty was laid on brandy and other similar luxuries. Schedule 
B, as I now recall, levying a duty of 40 per cent, was the 
next on-e. 

The next was Schedule C, which levied a duty of HO per cent; 
the next was Schedule D, which levied a dnt,v of 25 per cent; 
and the next was Schedule E, which levied a duty of 20 per 
cent; and Schedule E, leYying that duty of 20 per cent, in
cluded lumber. I will read it: 

Boards, planks, staves, laths, scantlings, spars, hewn and sawed tim
ber, and timber to be used in building whan;es. 

This ideal Democratic tariff measure, whose duties were sup
posed to be adjusted with scientific precision from a Democratic 
point of view; levied a duty of 20 per cent on lumber; and yet 
we hear men say now that Democratic principle requires us to 
put lumber on the free list 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 

yield to the Sena tor from Montana? 
· Mr. BAIL.EY. Yes, sir. I know what the Senator has in 

his hand, but it has no terrors for me. 
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Mr. DIXON. I have been very much interested in the Sena

tor's description of the apparent inconsistencies on this side 
of the Chamber, and I am frank enough to say, with some 
degree of truth, I think. But now, as the great expounder of 
Democratic doctrine, how does he at this time square his pres
ent declaration of a tariff for revenue on lumber with that pro
vision of the Democratic national platform adopted at Denver 
last June, which declared: 

We demand the immediate repeal of the tariff on wood pulp, print 
paper, lumber, timber, and logs, and that those articles be placed upon 
the free list? 

Mr. BAILElY. I understand that, just as I do the declara
tion for free raw materials generally. I utterly refuse to be 
.bound by it, because it is not a Democratic doctrine.. I under-, 
stand it was declared by a Democratic convention, but, l\Ir. 
President, yielding obedience, absolute and implicit obedience, 
to any declaration of principles which my party may make-and 
when I can not yield that obedience I will withdraw from 
membership in it-I yet refuse to allow a set. of delegates, 
selected by the people absolutely without reference to a ques
tion of that kind, but selected almost solely with a view to the 
candidacies of men, to assemble in a convention and assume the 
function of legislators. The business of a national convention 
is. to declaTe the principles of the party ; and if they are not 
willing to trust the Senators and Representatives belonging to 
that party to apply those principles according to wise details, 
they ought to select some other Senators and Representatives, 
and they will have to do it in my case. That is my answer. 

Mr. President, the Walker tariff act was the consummate 
wisdom of a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, and perhaps 
the greatest Secretary of the Treasury the Democratic party 
ever contributed to the Nation; and I say that, admitting at 
the same time that I do not reyere his memory. He sat in 
this Senate from my native State, whose people honored him 
as they would have honored one of their own flesh and blood, 
and yet, when that cruel conflict between the sections came, he 
bore the commission of the General Government to a foreign 
nation and libeled the people of Mississippi. I have not for
gotten that, and I shall not forget it. But, holding his memory 
in abhonence for that disloyal deed to the people who had 
loved, honored, and trusted him, I yet pay him the just and well
deserved -compliment of saying that the Democratic party has 
never contributed to a cabinet created since the foundation of 
this Republic an abler man than Robert J. Walker; and, even 
among his adversaries, he is esteemed in intellect second only to 
.Alexander Hamilton among the men who have occupied the high 
position of Secretary of the Treasury. 

I prefer to accept the doctrine written in a Democratic bill 
upon the recommendation of the greatest of Democratic Sec
retaries of the Treasury, written there deliberately after weeks 
and months of consideration, than to surrender my judgment 
and my conscience to a national convention whose delegates 
were not authorized or commissioned to speak upon such mat-
ters of detail. . 

More than that, Mr. President, I have the satisfaction in 
this case of living up to the Democratic doctrine, without the 
suspicion of a desire to serve the people whom I have the 
honor in part to represent in this Chamber. It makes no 
difference to the people of Texas whether you impose a duty 
on lumber or put it on the free list, for freight rates make it 
impossible for Canadian imports to affect the price of lumber 
in Texas. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER Will the Senator from Texas 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. BAILEY. I will. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. I agree with the Sena.tor from Texas in his 

admiration of l\Ir. Robert J. Walker. The Democratic party 
have twice since 1846 had the opportunity in the House of Re.pre
sentaUves to frame a tariff bill. Once they had the control of 
both Houses and prepared and passed a tariff bill. Those bills 
were as unlike the act of 1846 as the act which is now pending 
in this Senate is unlike the first tariff bill passed in 1789. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true; and there is an explanation for 
that, but it would require mOl'e time than I now cure to con
sume in making it, and, besides, it is not relevant. 

Mr. President, having said what I did about Mr. Walker, I 
think I am required to be a little more specific than I was. I 
dismissed him with the statement that he had libeled the people 
of my nati>e State who had honored and trusted him, and that 
statement ·needs some qualification. What l\Ir. Walker did do 
was this: As the agent of the Government of the United States 
in Great Britain, he told the British people that Jefferson Davis, 
once a Senator here, afterwards, and at the time Mr. \Vallier 
made the misrepresentation, president of the Confederate States, 

had advocated and secured the repudiation of the Mississippi 
state debt. 

Walker _qid not have the excuse of ignorance for making that 
statement. He 1.."Tiew it was not true. He knew that when that 
l\fississippi public debt was repudiated Jefferson Davis had not 
entered public life. He knew that a part of the time that the 
controversy raged Mr. Davis was an officer in the Army of 
the United States, from which he resigned; and when the ques
tion was at its point of decision, Mr. Davis was spending seven 
years of retirement in diligent study, in the quiet of his Briar
field plantation, and took ·absolutely no part in that controversy. 
And yet, with a knowledge of that fact, l\fr. Walker, in order 
to prevent the sale of confederate securities, represented to the 
British people that 1'i.1r. Davis was responsible for the repudia
tion of Mississippi's public debt. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say, and I can not reiterate it 
too often-because no matter how much I reiterate it, it 
will be misrepresented-that a Democrat must vote for low 
duties which raise revenue and must not vote for high duties to 
afford protection. But when I state this Democratic maxim 
some shallow-minded men call me a "protectionist." They seem 
to think that a Democrat must vote for every motion to put any 
article on the free list, and when we point to a low rate, a good 
revenue, and fortify the low rate and abundant revenue with 
the authority of an ideal Democratic tariff act, they still say 
we are protectionists. 

Mr. President, I would like to see a Democrat of that ldnd 
make a tariff ad. What would he do? He would have nine
tenths of our imports on the free list and one-tenth on the 
dutiable 1ist, and the more articles he would put on the free 
list the higher he would be compelled to make the duty on 
those left on the dutiable list, and it is the sagacity of · our 
Republican friends, who understand that, which furnishes the 
explanation of such a long free list in the pending bill. 

For the enlightenment of Democrats and Republicans alike, I 
want to show yon that the shortest provision in the Walker 
tariff act was its first, and one of the shortest was its last sched
ule. The first was the S<Jhedule whose duties reached 100 per 
cent, and it was just three lines. I will read them: 

. Brandy _or other spirits distilled ~om grain, or other materials ; cor
dials, absmthe, arrack, curacoa, kirschwasser, liqueurs, maraschino, 
ratafia, and all other spirituous beverages of a similar character. 

That was the shortest. Now, except for the provisos, one of 
the shortest schedules of that act was its free list, and that free 
list was largely confined to articles that were not for sale and 
were not brought into the United States for the purpose of sell
ing them. And yet, when Mr. Walker was advising Congress 
how to construct a tariff act, he advised that if this act, as 
t~en framed, would not raise sufficient revenue, not to put a 
higher duty on any of the dutiable articles, but to take some 
articles off of the free list and put them on the dutiable list. 

The philosophy of that is apparent. The more numerous the 
articles on which you lay a duty, the lower we can make the 
duty on every article. 

To illustrate: Suppose yon have 2,000 ar:tlcles imported, and 
you have $300,000,000 of revenue to raise through your c11stom
houses. If you place 1,000 articles on the free list, you are com
pelled to make tj:J.e other 1,000 articles raise the $300,000,000. 
In other words, under a tariff bill so constructed, a thousand 
articles must yield $300,000,000; whereas under a tariff bill 
where a duty was levied on every imported article, 2,000 articles 
would raise the $300,000,000. The more numerous the subjects 
of taxation the less onerous the tax can be made on every sub
ject. That is elementary. That is so p.Iain that the marvel is 
that any man has ever misunderstood it. 

The free list is not a Democratic invention, except in rare 
instances. The free list is a Republican invention. They under
stand that by taking the duties off of those articles which they 
do not choose to protect, they can make an excuse for laying a 
higher duty on those things which they do choose to protect. 

l\Ir. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP], at 
the conclusion of his very interesting address, indulged in a 
burst of genera ity. I do not say that iii any satirical sense, 
because he is both a just and a generous man; and while I 
do not agree with him upon the principle which underlies the 
construction of a tariff bill, I do pay him the compliment of 
saying that I belim·e he earnestly strives to do what he thinks 
is best for all the people. In a bur t of generosity the Senator 
from Minnesota. turned to us and said that there is not a man 
on this side who would strike down an American industry; and 
he is right. But, Ur. President, while no man on this side 
would strike down an industry neither would any man on this 
side compel a thousand men to hold up any one man's industry. 
That is our objection to ~·our pTotectirn tartff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator· yield? 
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1\Ir. BAILEY. Certainly. 
l\Ir. ALDHICH. When did the doctrine of free raw material 

cease to be a Democratic doctrine? 
l\Ir. BAILEY. When .i:nen like .myself came into power in the 

Democratic party. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. Were there any exponents of that doctrine 

before the Senator from Texas--
Mr. BAILEY. Oh, yes. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. Or since, outside of the Senate Chamber? 

I haYe failed to observe them. 
l\fr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will read 

the Democratic platform of 1 96 on the tariff question, he will 
find the renunciation of the old doctrine. I drew it, and I drew 
it with that distinct idea in my mind. · 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. But, l\Ir. President--
1\Ir. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me, one of the 

purest and best men who ever occupied a seat in this Chamber, 
or who ever serTed this Republic in any capacity, offered it in 
the Democratic platform committee. I drew it at the request 
of the late John H. Reagan, who was, in that convention, a 
delegate from our State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But Grover Cleveland was still living. 
.Mr. BAILEY. And did not support the ticket. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And the galaxy of brilliant men who made 

the Democratic party great in his time were then alive, and no 
one of .them, and no leader of any conspicuous character except 
the Senator from Texas, at that time was courageous enough 
to say that the Democratic party proposed to abandon the doc
trine of free raw materials. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island surprises me. 
About l\Ir. Cleveland I shall utter no word of censure. He 
has accounted in another place for the deeds done in his body, 
and, at least until the clods have settled on his grave, he shall 
be exempt from my reproaches; but without intending to sug
gest that he refused to support our party, though our party 
had three times supported him, the Senator from Rhode Island 
is not unmindful of the fact that Mr. Cleveland and the 
brilliant men who, he says, made the Democratic party, did 
not then support the Democratic ticket, and it was not merely 
on the money question, about which many men honestly differed, 
but it was also on the tariff question; because, while speaking 
in the name of Democracy, they spoke against the Democratic 
party and denounced us for having abandoned the Democratic 
attitude on the tariff question as well as for having assumed a 
false attitude on the financial question. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. There was one man who at that time was 
even perhaps more conspicuous in Democratic circles than Mr. 
Cleveland-Mr. William J. Bryan. He was then, as he is now, 
so far as we can judge by his platforms and his doctrines, in 
favor of free raw materials. 

l\fr. BAILEY. If that was true, it would not convince me. 
It is true that l\fr. Bryan came into Congress under l\fr. Cleve
land's administration; or rather, Mr. Bryan was serving his 
second term when Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated the second 
time. It is true, and we make no concealment of it, as we make 
no explanation of it, except to state the fact, that at that time 
the Democratic party did advocate the doctrine of free raw ma
terials. The Democratic party did not, as a party, believe in it. 
It was a matter of expediency with nearly all of them. In ogr 
southern country we were told that if we would agree to take 
all the burden off of the manufacturer's raw material he would 
agree to reliern us from some of the burdens imposed upon us 
when we purchased his· finished product; and to that proposi
tion we yielded our support; but it never convinced our judg
ment. 

It was not only an absurdity, but it was the grossest ab
surdity that any set of men ever attempted to impose on any 
other set of men in the history of American politics. Think of 
it. For a hundred years the Democratic party had denounced 
protection as a special favor to manufacturers; for a hundred 
years the Democratic party had denounced the manufacturers 
as the advocates and beneficiaries of an unjust system of taxa
tion; and yet, an at once, by some mysterious and unexplained 
and unexplainable power, we were persuaded to change our at
titude and to solemnly announce that we would give the bene
ficiaries of the protective tariff the benefit of free trade. De
nouncing protection as a robbery of the many for the enrich
ment of the few, denouncing it as a system of special favor, 
we were persuaded to agree that the very beneficiaries of pro
tection in what they sold should be the only people in the 
United States to enjoy the advantage of free trade in what 
they bought. There neYer was anything more absurd and unjust. 
It was indefensible then; it is indefensible now; and in my 
judgment no real Democrat will ever again attempt to defend 
it as a policy of the Democratic party. 

That men make mistakes I grant you. But I have the candor 
to repudiate in express and unequivocal language the mistakes 
which my Democratic predecessors have made, and it is a pity 
that the Senator from Rhode Island does not imitate my ex-
ample. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\fr. BAILEY. When I finish the Senator will probably see 

the point. I have an income-tax amendment pending to this 
bill. The Republican party passed the first income-tax law. 
It passed it, I grant you, in a time of war, but it passed it 
when the Government of the United States was spending less 
money than it is spending to-day in these piping times of peace. 
Now, when they came to repeal it, in time of peace, the most 
distinguished Republicans resisted its repeal and declared that 
it was a sound and philosophic method of taxation. Why do 
you not say they were wrong, or else vote like they voted? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\Ir. BAILEY. I do . 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Republican party, charged with the 

greatest responsibility ever placed upon any party, imposed, un
der the stress of those days, many onerous taxes. That con
stitutes, in my judgment, no reason why we should reimpose 
onerous duties at this moment. 

l\fr. BAILEY. '.rhat answer would suffice if we did .not have 
an onerous government to support. But the Senator from 
Rhode Isla_nd can not forget that with eighty years of history 
behind us-eighty glorious years; eighty years of peace, con
tentment, and marvelous progress-when the rude alarm of 
that great war called this country to arms, the expenditures 
of the Federal Government were only about $60,000,000-a 
frugal government; a happy people, of simple tastes and hab
its-and we were expending the sum, then sufficient, now con
sidered paltry, of $60,000,000. Eighty years we lived, we pros
pered, we were honored abroad and content at home, and yet 
the expenditures for the federal administration took but 
$60,000,000 from the energies and from the savings of the 
American people. 

In these last fifty years or less we have multiplied that ex
penditure from $60,000,000 to $600,000,000, and, not content with 
that wasteful extravagance, we have now multiplied six hundred 
million by almost two. 

As against the $60,000,000 which the Government was spend
ing in 1861 we have a burden now of more than a billion every 
year, and yet the Senator from Rhode Island seems to forget 
that a burden can be as great in time of peace as it is in time 
of war. Who would have prophesied that the Republican party, 
born in a protest against what it called the arrogance and 
wealth of a class, would ever have so forgotten its primitive 
lessons · that now its great leaders stand here and denounce 
those of us, or, if they do not denounce us, they denounce our 
protestations against this modern extravagance? 

If the Senator from Rhode Island will go back to the earlier 
and the better, the simpler, and happier days of this Republic 
and retrench these expenses, I will agree to withdraw the 
income-tax proposition. In other words, if he will lift the 
burden under which the toiling and consuming masses are 
stooping to-day, I will not quarrel with him about how he lifts 
it. I protest against the injustice which lays upon the people 
who toil, and who toil, thank God, without much complaint, 
this enormous burden of a billion dollars every year. 

l\fr. President, if you will ~dd what our towns, our cities, 
our counties, and our States are spending to the stupendous 
sum which the Federal Government is spending, it amounts to 
more than the value of our cotton and our wheat and our corn 
crops all combined. This vast sum would be too much for any 
kind of a government, and for the kind which you are now giving 
the people it is a criminal waste. 

Let the Senator from Rhode Island and those associated with 
him in responsibility for this administration reduce this burden 
until the people can bear it without subtracting from their com
fort and their happiness, an<l I will join him. But unless they 
retrench the expenditures until they shall reach a point where 
the people can endure them without serious inconvenience, I 
shall insist to-day and to-morrow and all the to-morrows that 
come, as long as I have the honor to remain a Senator, until 
an income tax is adopted as a part of our fiscal policy; and it 
will be advocated within the next ten years by Senators who 
will vote against it in this Congress. 

Why, sir, the very argument-and I violate nobody's confi
dence when I say that-with which they are seeking now to 
persuade Republican Senators to vote against the income-tax 
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amendment is that they will try this. bill, and if it does not raise 
revenue enough, they will have an income tax of their own. 
To some Senators they say they will frame a law agreeable to 
the opinion of the Supreme Court, but they select their man 
when they make that statement. They never make that to a 
lawyer who is entitled to a license to practice in any court, 
because there is not a lawyer in America entitled to admission 
to the bar who does not know that it is impossible to frame a 
law conforming to the decision of that court wh;ich could pass 
the Senate 01· any other body of sensible men that you could 
assemble in the United ·States; for the only law that would 
conform to the decision of that court would be a law that ex
empts the incomes arising from colossal fortunes and taxes 
only the incomes that arise from the exercise of brain and 
muscle. A good many people would escape the tax if it were 
laid on the exercise of brain who would have to pay it if it is 
laid on the income of property. 

I am anxious for the vote, because I want to see how much 
progress they have made with that kind of persuasion. I do 
not call it an argument, for it is not an argument. When this 
measure was first introduced, we had a clear majority for an 
income tax. A vote will disclose if that majority ha~ been 
converted into a minority. I am eager to see whether that is 
true, and the country wants to learn the truth. 

So anxious am I, Mr. President, to know the result that I 
now ask unanimous consent that the Senate vote on the income
tax amendment to the tariff bill before it adjourns on Thurs
day next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that on Thursday next a vote be taken on 
the income-tax amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already suggested several times in 
the hearing of the Senator from Texas that I shall object 
to fixing any time for a vote upon the income tax or any of the 
other provisions of the bill until we can agree to take a final 
vote on the bill itself. 

l\fr. BAILEY. That is unreasonable. I am perfectly willing 
myself for the Senator to have a vote on his bill. I interpose no 
objection, and I only ask that I may have a vote on my amend
ment. When the vote is taken on my amendment, I will not 
object to the Senator's request for a vote on his bill; and if 
Senators on that side object, he can apply his discipline. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am in hopes that within a very short time 
we . can get a general agreement, which will include everybody 
on both sides of the Chamber, for fixing a time to vote on the 
bill. t ' 

Mr. CLAPP. I wish to remind the Senator from Texas that 
the only time it came to the point of an objection, if I remember 
correctly, the objection came from his side. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
objected. 

l\fr. BAILEY. There was an objection before that on your 
side. 

l\lr. ALDRICH. I will compromise with the Senator from 
Texas by taking a vote on the pending amendment now, if that 
will be agreeable to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to give notice to this effect, that just 
as soon as the pending amendment is disposed of I shall offer 
the income-tax amendment. I give that notice in fairness and in 
justice to everybody, so that all Senators may know. Of course 
the better place for it would be at the conclusion of the bill. It 
could then be sectionized. But that is a mere matter of form 
and unimportant, because in the conference committee they can 
transpose it and insert it at the end of the bill, with the sections 
numbered without any trouble. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are now considering the dutiable list of 
the tariff, and I will assume that the Senate will not proceed to 
the consideration of a provision which is entirely foreign to that. 
I assume they will not. 

l\fr. BAILEY. Of course the Senator means to say by that 
that he will make a point of order that it is not germane. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I will ask the friends of the bill, who 
are considering the bill by paragraphs, to go on with the con
sideration and not take up any extraneous matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have agreed time and again, and every 
Senator on this side has agreed, that for the convenience of 
those in charge of the bill they might pass provisions, and they 
have gone from the first to the last, and then back to the first 
and then to the middle. All that has been done by common 
agreement, by unanimous consent, nobody attempting to impede 
it, nobody attempting to waste any time. 

This matter must be voted on. I want to say, furtheTmore, 
nnd I say it so that everybody can understand it, the distin
guished Senator from Iowa ·[Mr. CUMMINS] has also an income
tax amendment. If we can not adopt one, we shall try to adopt 

the other. If we can so arrange the provisions of one as to be 
acceptable to all friends of an income tax, we will do that. If 
we can not do that, then we will do the best we can in that 
direction. 

If the Senator from Rhode Island will withhold his objec
tion and allow us to take a vote on my amendment on Thurs
day, I think undoubtedly he will expedite the consideration of 
his own measure. Somebody else can object. I give notice to 
the Senator from Rhode Island now that if he objects to my re
quest I will object every time he prefers a request to fix a day 
to vote on the bill. I do not make that as a threat, but I simply 
say that we are going to fix a time for a vote on this amend
ment before we will ever fix a time for a vote on the bill. I 
say, besides that, I will not couple them again. The Senator 
from Rhode Island will permit me to vote on this amendment 
before he ever . gets unanimous consent to vote on his bill. 
That is the orderly way, and I hope the Senator will not in
terpose an objection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to amend my amendment so that 
it will be limited somewhat. I move to strike out all after the 
word "measure," in line 8, page 69, paragraph 197, down to 
and including the rest of the paragraph. That eimply leaves 
the paragraph read: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of white wood, syca
more, and basswood, 50 cents per thousand feet, board measure. 

It leaves in all of the other schedules except the part of para
graph 197 following the word " measure; " for instance, it leaves 
in paragraphs 199 and 200, paving posts and so forth; para
graph 201, clapboards; paragraph 202, hubs for wheels and so 
forth; and it also leaves in laths, pickets, and shingles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that a vote be taken by yeas and nays 
on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by .the Senator from North Dakota~ 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. I offer it as a substitute for the former 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection, I take it, to the Sena
tor modifying his own amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well; I withdraw the other amend
ment and substitute this amendment for it. 

Mr. STONE. I ask that the amendment be read. 
The SECRETARY. Instead of striking out all of paragraph 197, 

it is proposed to sh·ike out all of the paragraph after the word 
"measure," in line 8--

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not affecting anything now but para .. 
graph 197. I move to strike out all of paragraph 197, after 
the word " measure," in line 8. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the words proposed to be stricken 
out be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the amendment, I understand, 
is to put rough lumber and finished lumber on the free list. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I have a substitute that I de
sire to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
offers an amendment to the pending amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I offer as a substitute what l 
send to the desk. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is the amendment in order? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, it is in order. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. It is not an amendment to a: 

committee amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 

is a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which ls an amendment to the provision of 
the House. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And not an amendment to the committee 
amendment? 

llfr. ALDRICH. It is not. 
Mr. CULLOM. It is in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment" proposed by 

the Senator from Alabama will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The SF.CRET.ARY. It is proposed to insert as a substitute the 
following: 

Nothing contained in this act shall prevent the admission free of 
duty of the following articles: Lumber of all kinds laths shin(71es 
doors, and door locks and hinges, window frames, wind~w sashes brfcks' 
lime, cement, slate roofing, nails, carpenter's tools, common window 
~~ffe ~~!_d~xceeding 16 by 24 inches, tin plate for roofs, linseed oil, and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the an1end
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. JOHNSTON] 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCuMBEB]. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. l\Ir. President, I merely want 
to i=ay that I suppose eyery Senator on this floor recognizes 
how important it is that our people should be enabled to make 
their homes. If we could have every family in the United 
States in possession of their own homes in.fee simple, we would 
haYe the best security for peace and good order that could be 
obtained. 

I propose in this substitute to put other articles than lum
ber on the free list. articles that go into the making of a 
home. I shall not detain the Senate or preYent the Senate 
from taking a Yote, but I will ask leave to print in the 
RECORD a table of the duty on the articles suggested by the 
amendment to be placed on the free list. It was prepared by 
expert8. 

'.rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of ;Qbjection, 
the matter referred to by the Senator from Alabama will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
Tariff on house materials for f t·ame house-average ad valore1n 1·ates 

under tlie Dingley law in 19(!1 compared with the Aldr·ich bill. 

Paragraph. 

Article. 
Al- ]Ding· Ding- .Al- Ding- .AI-

~ ley. --------------i-1-ey_. __ dr_i_ch_. _ 1e_y_._ -dr-ich_. 

197 

201 
203 
20.5 
211 

107 

82 

85 

84 

ll2 

ll5 
160 
167 
195 
166 

97 

100 

180 

145 
195 

128 

51 
49 
33 

411 
403 

195 

199 
201 
203 
208 

113 

Lumber, per M feet_________________ $2.00 $1.00 
Lumber, planed, tongued, and 

grooved, per M feet. ______________ _ $3.60 $2.50 
Olapboards, per M feet _____________ _ $1.50 $1.00 
Laths, per JU pieces _________________ _ S0.25 ~.20 

ShiJ.l.gles, per M_____________________ $0.30 $0.30 
Manufactures: Doors, window 

frames, etc., per cent_ ___________ _ 35 35 
Window sash, glass of chief -value, 

per cent___________________________ 45 <t.0 
f!l Brick, per cent____________________ 25 25 

Brick, glazed or enameled, per cent_ 45 45 
Brick, glnzed tiles, per square foot_ ~.<X:l $0.08 

00 Lime, per 100 pounds, weight of 

89 

117 

118 

120 
162 
169 
193 
168 
101 

104 

182 

147 
193 
159 

134 

55 
53 
37 
~ 
39! 

barrels included------------------ · $<l.05 $0.05 
Cement, per 100 pounds, weight of 

barrels included------------------ - $0.08 $0.08 
S tone , except marble, per cubic 

foot_____________________________ $0.12 $0.12 
Stone, hewn, dressed, or polished, 

per cent_------------------------ --Slate roofing, per cent _____________ _ 
Nails, wire, per pound _____________ _ 
Screws, 1 to 2 inches, per pound--- · 
Tools, carpenter, etc., per cent ____ _ 
Saws, band, per cant_ _____________ _ 

Glass, common window, not ex-

50 
20 

$0.00~ 
$0.06 

45 
30 

60 
20 

~-00~ 
$(l.05 

45 
25 

ceeding 16 by 24 inches, per 
pound----------------------------· $0.01~ $0.01~ 

Plate glass, cast, polished, fin-
ished or unfinished, not ex-
ceeding 24 by 30 inches, per 
square foot __________ __ __ _______ __ ~.10 $0.12~ 

Above 24 by 30 inches and not ex-
ceeding 21 by 60, per foot _______ $0.22~ $0.22~ 

Lead, sheets, pipe, etc., per pound_ $0.02~ $0.~~ 
Bathtubs, etc., article compoNed 

wholly or in part of steel, in-
cluding plumbers' supplies and pumps , per rent __________________ _ 40 45 

Tin plate for roofs, gutterg, etc., 
per pound------------------------- $0.01~ $0.01~ 

White lead, per pound ______________ $0.02~ $0.02~ 
Varnish, spirit, per gallon __________ "'$1.3'2 (!') 
Linseed oil, per gallon ______________ , $0.20 ~.15 

Paper, hangings , per cent__________ 25 25 
Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 

per cent _____ ------------------ -- --- 10 10 

Per ct. Per ct. 
11.75 5.88 

19.10 11.46 
5.99 3.98 
9.63 7.69 

13.77 13.77 

35.00 35.00 

45.00 45.00 
25.00 25.00 
45.00 45.00 
46.37 46.37 

20.55 20.55 

25.25 25.25 

23.51 23.51 

60.00 50 .<>J 
20.00 20.0'J 
25.00 12.50 
33.64 28 .04 
45.00 45.00 
30.00 25.00 

71.59 71.59 

49.25 61.69 

81.73 81.73 
48.99 48.99 

40.00 45.00 

46.25 32.39 
46 .13 46.13 

104.23 35 .00 
49.67 37.25 
25.00 25.00 

10.00 10.0J 

a And 35 per cent. 
b 35 per cent. 
Average Aldrich rate on all lumber, and manufactures of, for frame bou e, 

17. 55 per cent ad valorem. . 
Average Aldrfoh rate on all brick, stone, etc., 29.46 per cent ad valorem. · 
Average Aldrich rate on all nails, hardware, etc., 32.63 per cent ad valorem. 
Average Aldrich rate on glass for frame house, 71.70 per cent ad .valorem. 
Average Aldriih rate on plumbers' supplies used for frame house, 35.96 per 

cent ad valorem. -
.Average Aldrich rate on paints and varnish used for frame house, 39.46 per 

cent ad valorem. . · 
Average Aldrich_ rate on paper hangings. etc., used for frame house, 17.50 

iper cent ad valorem. 
Recapitulation of average rates on- Per cent. 

J,umber, and manufactures oL-------------------------- 17. 55 Brick, stone, et<: ______________________ . _____________ .:_ ___ 29. 46 
Nails, hardware --------------------------------------- 32. 63 
Glass------------------------------------------------ 71.70 Plumbers' supplies _____________________________________ 35. 96 
Paints, oils, &nd varnishes------------------------------ 39. 46 
Wall paper, sheathin;; paper, etc ________________________ 17. 50 

XO"fES OX I: C ILDIXG MATEilIALS USED IX FRAME HOUSES. 

Onlv a l>0 ut 2 per cent of the federal customs revenue is derived from 
such matel"ial, the large tax OD homes is therefore not justified by the 
little revenue produced. 

The great advance in the price of building materials since the Dfngley 
law went into effect has produced a great reduction in the ad valorem 
rate of duty on articles entered under a specific duty-for instance, on 
sawed lumber (under the general tarilI) the duty is $2 per thousand. 
In 1895 the value of this class of lumber was valued by the government 
appraisers at $8.97 per thousand, and the ad valorem rate of duty was 
equal to 22.29 per cent. In 1907 the valuation was 17.02 per thousand 
feet, equal to an ad valo1·em rate of duty of 11.75. Thus all the specific 
duties have been reduced by the advance in values. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
JOHNSTON] as· a substitute for the amendment of the Senator 
from North Dakota [1\fr. McCuMBER]. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE and l\fr. OVERMAN demanded the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary called the roll. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. My colleague [Mr. BOURNE] is paired 

with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. 
l\Ir. BURROWS. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 

SMITH of Michigan] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. If my colleague were present, -he 
would vote "nay." . 

Mr. S:~lITH of South Carolina (after having voted in the 
a:ffirmath·e). I o-verlooked the fact that I am paired with the 
senior Senator froin Wyoming [Mr. WABREN]. I therefore with~ 
draw my vote. 

l\Ir. MONEY. l\Iy colleague [Mr. MCLAURIN] is necessarily 
absent from the Senate. He is paired with the Senator from 
Michigan [l\Ir. SMITH]. 

The result was announced-yeas 13; -nays 64, as follows: 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Clay 
Culberson 

Ald1·ich 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Brndley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Ca1·te1· 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 

YEAS-13. 
Frazier Overman 
Gore Paynter 
Hughes Rayner 
.Johnston, Ala. •raylor 

Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Depew 
Dick · 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foste1· 

N.AYS-64. 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
.Johnson, N. Dak. 
J'ones 
Kean 
La Follette 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
McEnery 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson -

NOT VOTING-14. 

Tillman 

Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 

moot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Wa1·ner 
Wetmore 

Bailey Davis Richardson Taliaferro 
Bourne McL:iurin Smith, Mich. Warren 
Bulkeley Newlands) Smith, S. C. 
Clarke, .Ark. Owen Stone 

So the amendment of Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama to the amend-
ment was rejected. · 

The PilERIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [l\fr. l\lcCuMBER]. 

l\lr. l\fcCUMBER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\Ir. DANIE.L. Mr. Pre i<lent, I ask that the words proposed 

to be stricken out may be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia re

quests that the words proposed to 6e· stricken· out be read. The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The SECRET_<\.RY. On page 69, line 8, after the word " meas
ure," it is proposed to strike out the remainder of paragraph 197 
in the following words : · 

Rawed lumber, not specially provided for in this section, $1 per 
1,000 feet board measure; but when lumber of any sort is planed or 
finished, in addition to the rates herein provided, there shall be levied 
and paid for each side so planed or finished, 50 cents per 1,000 feet 
hoard measure ; and if planed on one side and tongued and grooved, 
!':l per 1,(100 feet board measure; and if planed on two sides and 
tongued and grooved, $1.50 per 1,000 feet board measm·e ; and in 
estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction shall be 
made on board measure on account of planing, tonguing, and grooving. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was culled)_ . 

As I have previously announced, I am paired with the Sena_tor 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and therefore I withhold my 
vote. If he were present, I would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My colleague [l\fr. WARREN] is 

unavoidably absent from the Chamber. If he were presel\t, ha 
would vote " nay." 

Mr. BURROWS. I again announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. SMITH of Michigan] with the junior Senator from Mis
sissippi [l\Ir. l\IcLAURIN]. l\Iy colleague aJso desires me 10 

-state, as he is necessarily absent from the Senate, that if 
present he would vote "nay." 
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Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. MCLAURIN] is absent on 
account of sickness in his family. If he were here, he would 
vote "nay." He is paired with the junior Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. SMITH]. 

The result was announced-yeas 25, nays 56, as follows: 

Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Burton 
Clapp 
Clay 

Aldrich 
Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Carter 
Chamberlain 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 

Crawford 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Curtis 
du Pont 
l!'razler 
Gamble 

YEAS-25. 
Gore · 
Hughes · 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
La Follette 
Mccumber 
Nelson 
New lands 

NAYS-56. 
Cullom Hale 
Daniel Heyburn 
Depew Johnston, Ala. 
Dick Jones 
Dillingham · Kean 
Dixon Lodge 
Dolliver McEnery 
Elkins Martin 
F'letcher Money 
Flint Nixon 
Foster Oliver 
Frye Overman 
Gallinger Page 
Guggenheim _ Penrose 

NOT VOTING-10. 
Bourne Davis Richardson 
Bulkeley McLaurin Smith, Mich. 
Clarke, Ark. Owen Smith, S. C. 

So Mr. McCuMBEB's amendment was rejected. 

Paynter 
Rayner 
Shively 
Stone 

Perkins 
Piles 
Root . 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sntherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Warner 
Wetmore 

Warren 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. OVER.MAN. I ask the Senator if he will not withhold 

that .motion and let us have an executi\e session? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is late, and I think the Senator had bet-

ter let that go over until to-morrow. -
Mr. CULLOM. Yes; let it go over until to-morrow. 
.Mr. OVERMAN. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 38 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-monow,_ Tuesday, May 25, 
1909, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MoNDAY, May 24, 1909. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 

THE JO URN AL. 
The Clerk began the reading of the Journal of the proceed

ings of Thursday, May 20. 
Mr. MACON. Mr. _Spe~ker--. _ . 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the-for what purpose 

does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. MACON. _Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to get the 

Speaker's ear for a moment. For the approval of the Journal 
of the important things that occurred on the Jast legislative day 
of the House we ought to have a quorum present, and for that 
reason I make the point that there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal has not yet been read. 
Mr. MA.CON. I make the point at this time, Mr. Speaker, 

because I 'think there ought to be a quorum present before we 
approve the Journal of the last' legislati_ve day. I think we 
ought to have a quorum present before it is read even. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes the 
point that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] The Chair is unable to count more than 175. 

.Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The SPE.A.KER. The gentleman from New York moves a 

call of the House. · 
'l'he question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

provided nobody objected? Does not that imply that the Jour
nal had been read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that 
the reading of the Journal had been completed, but finds, on 
inquiry from the Clerk, that he had not finished the reading 
of tjle Journal; and pending the reading of the Journal the gen
tleman from Arkansas rMr. MACON] made the point of order 
that a quorum was not present. Now, that point having been 
made, no action can be had in the absence of a quorum, save 
alone to try to get a quorum on the one hand or to adjourn on 
the other. 

l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. The reason of my inquiry is that 
it was my-understanding that the Chair was in the act of put
ting the usual formula as to adopting the Journal, if nobody 
objected, when the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. l\IAcoN] im
pinged on the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was stating the question, but 
supposed that the Clerk had concluded the reading of the Jour
nal; but the Chair is informed that the Clerk had not, and the 
point of the gentleman was made pending the reading of the 
Journal. The Chair could only find 175 Members present, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moved the call of 
the House, which motion· is in order; and the Chair, under the 
rule, has directed the doors to be closed and is about to ask the 
Clel'k to call the roll. 

The Clerk thereupon proceeded to call the roll, when the 
following-named Members failed to answer to their names, 
viz: 
Adamson Denver Hubbard, Iowa O'Connell 
Allen Diekema Hughes, N. J. Olmsted 
Ames Dixon, Ind. Hughes, W. Va. Page . 
Anderson •: Dodds James Palmer, A. M. 
Andrus Draper Johnson, Ky. Palmer, H. W. 
Anthony Driscoll, D. A. Johnson, Ohio Perkins 
Ashbrook Driscoll, M. E. Johnson, S. C. Peters 
Barnhart Durey Kahn Poindexter 
Bartholdt Edwards, Ga. Keifer Pray 
Bartlett, Nev. Edwards, Ky. Kendall Pujo 
Beau, Tex. Elvins Kennedy, Iowa Reeder 
Bell, Ga. Esch Kinkead, N. J. Reid 
Bennet, N .. Y. Fairchild Kitchin Reynolds 
Bennett, Ky. Ferris Knapp Rhinock 

~~t~~m ~i~d, Va. ~~~~ m~~~!:~son 
Bou tell I!'oelker _ Langham Robinson 
Bowers Fornes Langley Rothermel 
Brantley Foster, Vt. Law - Rucker, Colo. 
Broussard Foulkrod Lindsay Saba.th 
Brownlow .Fowler Lorimer Saunders 
Burke, Pa. Fuller Lovering Scott 
Burke, S. Dak. Gallagher Lowden Shackleford 
Burleigh Gardner, Mass. Lundin Sherwood 
Burnett Garner, ra. McCall Simmons 
Byrd Gill, Md. McGuil·e, Okla. s

8
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Calder Gill, Mo. McHenry 1 
Cantrill Gillett McKinlay, Cal. Smith, Iowa 
Capron Gilmore McKinley, Ill. Snapp 
Carlin Godwin .McKinney Southwick 
Carte1· Goldfogle McLachlan, Cal. Sparkman 
Chapman Good McLaughlin, Mich.Steenerson 
Clayton Gordon Mc:Morran Sterling 
Cocks, N. Y. Goulden Madden · Stevens, Minn. 
Conry Graham, Ill. Malby Sulzer 
Cook Graham, Pa. Mann Tawney 
Cooper, Pa. Greene Martin, S. Dale. Taylor, Ala. 
Coudrey Griest Miller, Kans. Washburn 
Covington Griggs Miller, Minn. Webb 

g~~v~n~10 : ;. *i~ftf M~~!fe1f0n ~~r:sse 
Crow Hanna Moon, Pa. Wheeler 
Crumpacker Hardy Moore, Tex. Willett 
Curr1er Harrison .Morrison Wilson, Pa. 
Davidson HHaitucgecnock Morse Woodyard 
Dawson :h Mudd Young, Mich. 
De Armond Hobson · Norris Young, N. Y. 
Dent Howell, Utah Nye 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and ninety-seven Members 
ha \e answered to their names on this call.- A quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The doors will be opened ; the Clerk will 

read the Journal. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 

and approved. 
l\Ir. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, will the House LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

on this · call be called upon to -vote on' the approval of the By unanimous· consent, leave of absence was granted · as 
Journal? J follows : 

The SPEAKER. The Journal has not even been read, and j To Mr. KNAPP, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
the gentleman from Arkansas makes the point that there is no To Mr. BARTLETT of Nevada, for one week, on account of 
quorum -present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors. I sich'lless. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- To Mr. MCKINLAY of California, for one week, on account of 
quiry. sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. _ To l\fr. l\1cl\foRRAN, indefinitely, on account of important busi-
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would ask the Chair if the Chair ness and sickness. 

was not putting the usual formula that the Journal be adopted, To Mr. REEDER, for two weeks, on account of illness. 
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